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l\Ir. SUOOT. I should like to- ask the · Senator if ' all the 
committee amendments have been dis11osed of? 

l\Ir. BORAH. Those are all the amendments that I desire 
to haye considere<l at this time. 

l\fr. SMOOT. I . wish to have a little bill pasEed 
Mr. BORAH: Jn just a moment I will yield. I ask to haY"e 

the bill reprinted with the committee ameudmeuts included. 
The PRESIDING OFFIOER. If there is no objection, it. will 

be so ordered. 
l\Ir. BORAH. I now ask that the bill be temporarily laid 

aside. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER It will be so ordered. 

JOSEPH HODGES. 
~Ir. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con

sideration of the bill ( S·. 7754) fen~ the relief of Joseph Hodges. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

,Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had be.en reported 
,, from the Committee on P'ublic Lands with an amendment, to 
add to the end of the bill the following proviso : "Pmv-ided, 
That upon the reconve:rance of the surrendered lands they will 
become a part of the Cache National Forest," so as- to make 
the bill read : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tb.e Interior is hereby au
thoTized to issue a patent to Joseph Hodges for the following-described 
lands: The southwest quarter of the northeast quarteL·· and the south 
half of the northwest quarter of section 29; the sou.th half of the north
east quarter and the southeast quarter of the northwest quarter of sec
tio::J. 30 ; the west half of the southeast quarter and the west half of 
the nortlleast quarter of section 15; the southwest quarter of the south
east quarter o.f section 10, all in township 13 north, range o east, of 
Salt Lake meridian, upo~ tbe transfer by the said Joseph Hodges to 
the United States of the northeast quarter of the southeast quarter of 
section 3 · the southwest quarter of the southwest quarter of.. section 
2G; the southwest quarter of the southwest quarter 0£ section 27 ; the 
south half of section 16, all in townshlp 14 north, range 4 ea.st, of Salt 
Lake meridian, situate in the Cache National Forest: Provided, That 
upon the reconveyance of the surrendered lands they will becom~ a part· 
of the Cache National Forest. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as arnendec1, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
MESS.A.GE FRO~! THE HOUSE. 

A mes age from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill 
( H. R. 2849D) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House accepts the inYita
tion of the Senate extended to the Speaker and Members of 
the House oi Ilepresenta.tives to attend the exercises in . com
memoration of the life, character, and public services of the late 
JAMES S. SHERMAN, Vice President of the United States and 
President of the Senate, to be held in the Senate Chamber on 
Saturday, the 15th day of Fehrua.ry next, at 12 o'clock noon. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

H. R. 28499. An act making appropriations to pro¥ide for the 
expenses of the goyernment of the District of Columbia for the 
.fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. S~IOOT. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 20 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, Feb
ruary 8, lfil3, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

HOUSE OF R~PRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, Feb1'Uary 7, 1'913. 

The HoUBe met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Remy N. Couden; D. D., offered the fol

lowing prayer : 
We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, for this new day· with 

all its hopes and promises. Th-Ou hast created us for action 
and inspired us with high ideals. Illumine our minds and 
quicken within us the highest and' best impulses, that we may 
add as individuals to our parts and strive to better the condi
tions of our fellow men; to the honor and glory o:E Thy holy 
name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

INDICTMENTS, NOBTHERN DISTBICT OF TEXAS. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I call up a privileged resolu, 
tion (H. Res. {)08) which is on the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The' Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk r ead as follows : 

House resolution 808. 
. Resoli:ed, That the Attorney. General of the United States be, and he 
is hereby, requested to- transmit to th.e Honse of Representatives at the 
earliest p.r.aatical date. all letters: briefs of evidenee, docum~nts and: 
written opiriions on file in the Department of Justice relating to. o~· 
having any connection with the indictment returned in the nited · 
States District Court for the Northern District of Texas against C. N. 
Payne, .John D. Archbold, Henry C. lt'olger. W. C. Teagle, A. C. Ebie. 
E. R. Brown, .John Sealy. Standard Oil Co. of New Yo1·k, Standard 
Oil Co. of New Jersey, and 1\Iagnolia Petrnleum Co. of Texas, charg
ing them. with conspiring to · restrain interstate trade and commerce 
of the Pierce-Eol·dyce Oil Association in violation of the criminal pro
visions of the Sherman Act, or relating in any way to the orde1· of 
the Attorney General of the United States directing the United States 
marshal for the southern di8trict of New York not to execute bench 
warrants for the arrest of John D. Archbold, W. C. Teagle, and H. C. 
Folger, jr., issued on said indictment. 

l\Ir. GAR~ER. l\1r. Speaker, there are some committee amend
ments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the committee amend
ments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 1, line 2, strike out " requested " and insert " directed, if not 

incompatible with the public interest." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GARNER. There are one or two other; amendments. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments~ 
The Clerk read as follo.ws: 
Page 1, line 9, after the word " Folger;" insert the wo-rd "junior.'~ 

The amendment was a:greed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Pa~ 2, line 7, strike out the capHal letter " H" and insert the word 

"Henry." 

The amendment was a.greed to. 
l\Ir. MURDOCK. l\Ir. Speaker, I should like to ask the gen

tleman a.bout the substituti0n of the word " request" for the 
word "direct." Is this the case where a Federal judge in 
Tex-as issued subprenas. for certain Standard Oil people in New 
York City and the Department of JUBtice refused to serve the 
warrants? 

Mr. GARNER. It is. It was not a subpren.a. It was a 
capias. 

l\Ir. 1\1URDOCK. Issued by the judge? 
Mr. GA.R1\1ER. Issued by the court on a grand jury indict

ment. 
l\Ir. MURDOCK: Has any explanation eyer been made by. 

the Department of Justice why they did not serve these papers? 
Mr. GARNER. The Department of JUBtice--
1\fr. MURDOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman--
1\!r. GARNER. I would like an opportunity to answer the 

gentleman's question. 
l\Ir. MURDOCK. I will get at it in this way: The resolution 

as introduced into this House directed the Attorney General to 
explain to the House why these warrants were not serYed. 

l\Ir. GARNER. When was that? 
l\Ir. l\IURDOCK. As I understand it, that was it. 
l\Ir. GARNER. No; this resolution-. -
l\fr. MURDOCK. It must have been introduced, because the 

committee now brings in a resolution with a.n amendment chang
ing the word "directed " to the worff "requested." 

Mr. GARNER. No; it is just the reV"erse of that, changing 
the word " requested " to " directed.',. 

Mr. MURDOCK. So the resolution as it now stands is more 
mandatory than the original resolution? 

l\Ir. GARNER. It certainly is. 
l\Ir. MURDOCK. I am glad of that. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu

tion. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

PENSIONS. 

l\Ir. RUSSELL. l\Ir. Speaker, I desire to call up the conference 
report on Senate bill 7160, an act granting pensions and increase 
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
to certain widows and dependent relatiyes of such soldiers and 
sailors. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read th.e report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

CON.FERENCE REPOBT (NO. 1448) , 

,, The committee of confer~ce on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments . of the House to the bill S. 
7160, an act grauting pensions and increase of pensions to 

icertain soldiers and sailors of the Civil ·war and to certain ~ 
widows and dependent relatives of. such soldiers and sailors, 
·having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec-
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om.mend and do recommend to their respecti\e Houses as fol
lows: 

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 2, 5, 
and 8. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend
·ments of the House numbered 1, 3, 4, 6, 7, and 9, and ngree to 
the same. 

JOE J. RUSSELL, 
J. A. M . ADAIR, 
CH..\S, E. FuLLER, 

Ma.nagers on the part of the House. 
P. J. McCuMBER, 
HENRY E . BURNHAM, 

¥anavers on the vart of the Senate. 

The statement is as foll~ws: 

ST A TEMENT. 

.Amendment :Xo. 1, the case of Susannah Iloberts (S. 449) : 
In this case the widow is not badly oisabled and hence the 
Hem was stricken from the bill, and the Senate recedes from 
its disagreement. 

Amendment No. 2, the case of Lamond Partridge ( S. 2978) : 
This case was stricken from the bill on the grtmnd that sol
<.lier's condition did not warrant further relief. Further in
yestigation ·shows him to be helpless, and the House recedes . . 

Amendment No. 3, Gustav A. Ki.ndblade ( S. 3786) : In this 
ca e the House reduced the rate from $50 to $40 on the ground 
that soldier was not totally helpless, and the Senate recedes. 

.Amendment No. 4, the case of :Martin Parker ( S. 4063) : In 
this case the item was stricken from the -bill on the ground that 
the e\idence did not warl'ant further increase, and the Senate 
recedes from its disagreement. · 

Amendment No. 5, the case of Benjamin F . Adams (S. 4072): 
This item was stricken from the bill by the House, but on fur
ther investigation it is belieYed the increase is "arranted, and 
the House recedes. · 

Amendment No. 6, the case- of :Mary Byrne (S. 4187): In 
this _case the amount all9wed was reduced by the House from 
$30 to $20, and the Senate recedes from its disagreement. 

Amendment No. 7, the case of Alice 0 . Lord (S. G509): In 
this case the widow did not marry until 1 95, and hence the 
House sh·uck the item from the bill. The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 8, the case of Julius T. l\Iorse ( S. 5590) : 
In this case the House reduced the amount from $40 to $36, 
but on further in\estigation it is found that $40 has been 
allowed in similar cases, and the House recedes. 

Amendment :No. 9, the case of James V. D. Ten Eyck ( S. 
6660) : In this ca e the House reduced the rate from $40 to $36 
to accord to amounts allowed in similar cases, and the Senate 
recedes from its disagreement. 

JoE J. R-ussELL, 
J. A. :M. ADAIR, 
CHAS. E. FULLER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The c;.onference report was agreed to. 

~Ir. RUSSELL. .Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on Seuate bill 8034, an act granting pensions to certain soldiers 
and sailors of the Civil War and to certain widows and dep2nd
ent relatives of such soldiers and sailor . 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

CO FERENCE REPORT (NO. 1449). 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill S. 
8034, an act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and to certain 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, 
haying met, after full and free conference haYe agreed o recom
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the House recede fr.om its amendments numbered 2, 5, 
6, 7, 9, and 10. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the House numbered 1, 3, 4, and 8, and agree to the 
same. 

JOE J . RUSSELL, 
J. A. U . ADA.IR, 
CHAS. E . FULLER, 

Managers on tlle part of tlle liloitse. 
P . J . .l\IcCuMBER, 
HENRY E . BbRNHAM, 

Managers on the part of tlte Senate. 

The statement is as follows : 

STATEMENT. 

Amendment No. 1 is the case of Thomas W. Dickey (S. 300): 
The man was never regularly mustered into the serdce of the 
Government, and hence the item was stricken from the bill; 
and the Senate recedes from its disagreement. 

Amendment No. 2, the case of Addie Roof (S. 2319): In 
this case the widow married the soldier in 1802, a short time 
after the passage of the 1890 law, and was stricken from the 
!Jill on those grounds. The House recedes from this amend
ment, as a number of similar cases have since been passed. 

Amendment No. 3, the case of Andrew King ( S. 5637): In 
this case the Senate allowed a rate of $30; the House reducell 
the amount to $24 ; and the Senate recedes from its ilisagree
ment. 

Amendment Xo. 4, the case of Jame Luther Justice ( S. 
6968 ) : In this case_ the Senate allowed $30, and the House $24 . 
The Senate recedes from its disagreement. 

Amendment No. 5, the case of ::.\fartha J . Stephenson ( S. 
7025) : The Senate alJowed this at $30, and the House reducetl 
it to $20. On redewing, it is believed. that the $30 is just; and 
the House recedes. · 

Amendment No. 6, the case of l\fa te Fulkerson ( S. 70 -! ) : 
The House sh·uck this item from the bill on the ground thnt 
widow did not marry until after lSDO, but recedes from the 
amendment for the reason that since other bills of like character 
ha ye been passed. 

Amendment :No. 7, Lydia l\I. J acobs (S. 7173): Till ' was 
stricken from the bill on account of date of marriage, but . the 
House recedes for the same reasons a . the preceding case. 

Amendment No. 8 : Strikes out the case of John Cook ( S. 
7214), who has died ince the bill passed the Senate; anu the 
Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 9, Sarah l\IcLaury (S. 7363): This is nn
other case where the 'yidow married shortly after 181)0; and the 
House recedes. 

Amendment Xo. 10, Delphine R. Burritt (S. 7 05): In this 
case the House reduced the amount from $40 to $30, but further 
evidence shows total helplessness physically and mentally; and 
the House recedes. 

JOE J. RUSSELL, 
J . A . M. ADAIR, 
CHAS. E . FuLLER, 

Managers on tllc vart of the Hons e. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
BILLS ON THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. FITZGERA..LP. l\Ir . Speaker , I ask unanimous cousent 
for the present con ideration of the follo~ing order, which I 
send to the desk and ask to have reiHl. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House order 7G. 

Ordered 'l'hat on next Monday, February 10, the Hou ·e shall stand in 
recess froin the hour of 5 o'clock p . m., until the bour of 8 o'clock 
p. m., at which time it shall be in order to consider, only in the House 
as in Committee of the ·whole, bills on the Private Calendar which are 
not objected to. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
· hair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the order. 

The question was taken, and the order was agreed to. 
AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION" BILL. 

l\Ir. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2 2 3) 
making appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Hou e resolYed itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con
sideration of the Agriculture appropriation bilJ, with l\Ir. BEA.LL 
of Texas in the chair. 

l\Ir. HAUGEN. Mr. ·chairman, I yield frrn minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsyl,ania [.l\Ir. l\IooRE] . 

l\Ir. 1\IOOilE of Pennsylyania. .Mr. Chairman, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHA.IR11A.J..~. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the IlEOORD. I s 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chaii'man, upon confirma

tion of r eports that the hull of the frigate Philadelphia has 
been located under water in the harbor of Tripoli, I introduced 
a bill, which has tbe appr oyal of the Department of the Navy, 
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for a small al)propriation fur a sur\ey to recover the hull or 
such portions thereof, including guns and other equit:>ment, as 
may seem to the Secretary of the Navy desirable. The Gov
ernment has recently spent large sums in recoyering and dis
posing of the wreck of the Maine in Havana Harbor ·and has 
just completed the appropriate service of transporting the re
mains of the illustrious John Paul Jones to their last resting 
place at Aunapolis, so that if authority is gi"ren in this . in
stance to recover such relics of the Philadel-phia as may be 
worthy of preservation, it will be in line with precedent and 
will tend to rekindle in the United States a spirit of patrotism 
of most wholesome import. 

The age in which we liv:e is one of comme1·cialism, when it is 
difficult for the Department of the Na\TY to secure recruits for 
that service upon the high seas, which in times of war is so 
essential. With a declining merchant marine on the one hand 
and the rearing of great battleships on the othe1·, it is refresh
ing to recall the incidents leading up to the American invasion 
of the Mediterranean Sea and the suppression of piracy along 
the Barbary coast. 

So intimately connected with this earlier history was the 
frigate Philadelphia that a discussion of the bill making an ap
propriation for her recovery not only invites comparison of 
our maritime prowess and enterprise of more than a century 
ago, but readily reveals one of tlle most interesting chapters in 
our naval annals. It is both helpful and inspiring. 

DO~ATED BY THE MERCHA:r-.'"TS. 

Built 114 years ago, the yessel was commonly regarded as one 
of the hugest warships afloat. A description of her, taken from 
memoranda in the Navy Department, shows her to ha"\"e been a 
frigate of 1,240 tons, with 36 guns-elsewhere reported as 44-
and 307 men. She appears to haYe been not more than 200 feet 
long-about one-third the ·1ength of a modern battleship-and 
of 40 feet beam. She was built at Philadelphia in 1799 by sub
scriptions of the merchants of that city, and cost $179,349. All 
the details of design and construction are not a vai.lable, but one 
of those who superintended her building in the summer of 17!J9 
was Capt. Thomas Robinson, appointed captain in the Navy . 
September 24, 179D, and who served until discharged by the 
Peace-Establishment act, September 26, 1801. The frigate was 
launched Thursday, November 28, 1799, as shown by the fullow
ing announcement taken from the Philadelphia Gazette and 
Universal Daily Advertiser of Friday, Noyember. 29, 179V: 

"THE LAU:N'CH. 

"Frigate ' City of Philadelphia.' 
".A.t half past 2 o'clock yesterday afternoon this elegant ship 

was safely launched into tlle Delaware, accompanied by the ac
clamations of tllousands of spectators who lined the shor.-e. As 
soon as she was afloat salutes were fired from the Augusta and 
Richmond, armed brigs laying at anchor in the cove. 

"The tide sening at an earlier hour than was expected, 
owing to a strong wind from the southeast, the launch took 
place sooner than was intended, by which a great number of 
people who promised themselves the pleasure ef viewing this 
beautiful operation were disappointed, but who were, however, 
much gratified by afterwards seeing one of the :finest ships ever 
built in this country, safely moored. 

" The City of Philadelphia is an evidence of the patriotism of 
the merchants of the city a:fter which she is n;imed, being built 
by their subscriptions~ will carry 44 heavy guns and be com
manded by Capt. Decatur, formerly of the D elazcare, sloop of 
war." 

FRIGATE MADE !\IA.NY CAPTURES. 

In the Navy lists the ship was entered as Philadelphia. She 
sailed from her home city on a cruise to the West Indies in 
1800 as flagship of a squadron of 13 yessels under command of 
Capt. Stephen Decatur, senior. During this cruise she cap
tured .5 yessels from the French. 

Her second cruise, 1801-2, was in the Mediterranean under 
command of Capt. Samuel Barron. 

July 28, 1803, she sailed from Philadelphia on her third and 
last cruise, commanded by Capt. William Eainbridge. 

August 26, 1803, shortly after she had reached tl\e Medi
terranean, she captured, near Cape de Gatt, the Tripolitan ship 
Mesh'boha, or lJ!urboka, and recaptured from her the American 
brig Cecelia, of Boston. 

TEMPOilIZIXG WITH THE Pill.A.TES. 

Up ·to this time the record of the Philadelphia had been one of 
unvarying successes, and she had come to be regarded as a ter
ror of the seas. It was her business, along with others of th~ 
fleet, to protect American merchantmen against privateers and 
pirates, and the Mediterranean expedition was in tlle nature of 
a notice to the Emperor c;f Morocco and the Arabian beys, who 
were demanding tribute of the United States, that the American 
Navy was a power to be reckoned .with. 

The official reports of the time indicate that the United States 
under President J:etferson had a great dem of trouble satisfying 
these mercenary cormorants, who insisted upon the payment of 
fixed sfipends for allowing merchantmen to do business in the 
·Mediterranean. The diplomatic negotiations were of such a na
tuTe as to be almost :rnrnsing, as "~e would now view them, be
cause of the strangely worded memorials addressed to the Ya
rious barbarian rulers .vith the hope of appeasing their dignity, 
as well as their appetite for tribute. So unbearable had their 
exactions become, howeyer, that Commodore Preble was finally, 
sent to meet the situation squarely, and the Philadelphia being 
of his squadron, had tremendous influence in alleviating it. 

LURED UPO!'i THE ROCKS. 

_The constel'Ilation following the capture of the Pltiladelphici 
by the Tripoiitans may, therefore, well be imagined. .And the 
incident was all the more distressing because it gaYe no oppor
tunity to Capt. Bainbridge and his men to fight their way out 
of captivity. While chasing a Tripolitan ship, on October 31, 
1803, the Philadelphia, ran on an uncharted rock in the harbor 
of Tripoli. It was commonly asserted, and the Tripolit:rns 
sometimes boasted of it, that the Philadelphia had been lured 
to her fate. Be that as it may, every effort was at once made 
to get her off. In the endeavor to Hghten her three anchors 
were thrown from the bows, the water in the hold started, and 
guns wer·e hove overboard, except some abaft retained to 
defend the ship against the gunboats which smr:ounded her. 
For four hours Capt. Bainbridge withstood the fire of the Tri-_ 
politan ships, gunboats, and the fire from the shore batteries, 
but seeing that reenforeements were coming out, he decided 
to strike his flag rather than further endanger the lives of his 
braye men. 

THE NATIVES IN POSSESSLO:Y. 

The Tripolitans took possession of the frigate shortly :rfter
sunset. The officers and a few of the men were taken to the 
house of the American consuJ, .Mr. Cathcart, ashore, and were 
quartered there for the night. Next morning, the consul becom
ing their guaranty to tlle basha w for the officers, they were 
paroled. Forty-three officers and men were placed in the con
sulate for the time, and 264 men and boys were quartered in 
the bashaw's palace. 

The aggravation resulting from the capture of the Philadel
phia and the imprisonment of Capt. Bainbridge and his men, 
was h-eightened by the refitting of the Philadelvhia after she 
was taken from the rocks for the cruising purposes of the 
Tripolitans. Thus this most formidable champion of the 
American Navy was made to do service as an enemy of her 
country, and her hostile flag was flaunted in the \ery faces 
of the American captives behind the walls of the bashaw's 
castle. 

The depressing effects of the capture of the Philadelphia 
were felt througlwut the United States and by all the foreign 
countries that had been paying liberal tribute to the Tripoli
tans; bnt it was left for Lieut. Stephen Decatur, son of the 
first coillllL..'lilder of the Philadelphia,, who brother's life was 
given to the sernce in one of these Mediterranean Sea .fights, 
to propose and to organize the expedition which was not only 
to be eminently su~cessful, but destined to make the name 
Decatur a synonym for physical courage and bravery the world 
over. 

DECATUR RECAPTURES THE FRIG.\TE. 

Securing the approval of Commodore Preble, Lieut. Decatur, 
detached from the frigate Siren, started out on the night of Feb
ruary 16,. 1804, in the captured ketch, renamed the Intrevid. 
Accompanied by 11 officers and 62 men, with an Italian }ililot, he 
sailed into the harbor of Tril)oli, boa:rded the Philadelphia, took 
possession of her after a desperate encounter, set fire to her, 
and returned to the ketch without the loss of a single mun. 
Twenty of the Tripolitans on the Philadelphia were killed, a 
large boatload escaped, many jumped ove:rboa:rd and were 
drowned, and one was tr.ken prisoner. Throughout the encuun
ter on the Philadelphia, and particularly after the alarm had 
been solmded and the flames were eating into the rigging, 
Decatur and his comrades were subjected to the fire of Tripoli
.tan cruisers, gunboats, and batteries on the shore. In an ex
tract :fuom the ,report of this brilliant and daring exploit it is 
stated that the guns on the frigate at the time Decatnr boarded 
her were mounted and charged. Whether any of those guns 
went down with the Phil-adeqJhia and are still in a state capable 
of preservation remains to be seen. It is said, however, that the 
burning of the Philadelphia had the most sulut:rry effect upon 
the -pirates a.nd stimulated the officers and men of the American 
Navy as nothing had done before. 

RE.A.SO~ FOil BURNI-XG THE VESSEL. 

That Decatur did not saye the Philadelphia, after driving the 
pirates off, was due to his literal observance of the orders given 
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by Commodore Preble. The enterprise was regarded as of so 
hazardous a nature as to be dubious of execution, and the 
collllllodore, fearing that any attemp~ at captu,re would result in 
failure, directed the destruction of the ship. He wanted to 
make sure, at least, of the effectiveness of American arms. 

It would be entertaininCI' iu a high degree to recall the testi
mony of those who accompanied Decatur on his perilous expedi
t ion · to de cribe the ensations of the American captives behind 
the walls of Tripoli as the fire of the Philadelphia illuminated 
the kie., or to recount the manifestations of delight and ap
proval upon the return of the Intrep-i<L to the American squad
ron; but all that may be pas ed for the pre ent. The roll of 
t!lose who acclaimed the heroic deed of Decatur and his men 
ll}cl mle<l the Prebles, the Stewarts, the Dales, the Bainbridges, 
the Porters, the Lawrences, the Perrys, the Smiths, the l\IcDon-

, oughs, and many other glorious names of this most thrilling 
veriod of America's mrval history. 

JEFFERSO~ S MESSA.GE TO COXGRES S. 

n a me ~age to Congres , March 20, 180-:1, President Jefferson 
transmitted ihe letter of Ca1lt. Bainbridge, announcing the loss 
of the frigate Philadelphia. It was dated Tripoli, November 1, 
l 03, and wa add_re ed to the Hon. R. Smith, Secretary of 
t he 1 '"avy. ' l'Dsfortune nece sitates me to make a communica
t ion the. most distressinO' of my life," Capt. Bainbridge began, 
nn<l then he proceeded to tell in detail the chase after the Tri
politan cruiser and the rounding up upon the rocks. "We 
ba·rn lost e-verything but what was on our backs," he concluded, 
" and e-ven part of that was taken off." In a. postscript he 
added: " Notwithstanding our parole, we are not permitted to 
l a-ve the hou e, or go on the top of it, and they have closed 
our view of the ea." 'l'he lament of Capt. Bainbridge was 
ffia.red by David Porter, then a lieutenant, and others of the 
capti veR, who afterwards achieved distinction in na-val affairs. 
In tbe court-martial proceedings, presided o-ver by Capt. James 
llarron, it was hown among other things that Capt. Bainbridge 
1.J.ad de. troyed the signal books of the Philadelphia and had, 
with ·· great coolness and deliberation," taken other tep;:; tomin
imir.e the effect of the lo of the ship to the Tripolitans. The 
court found that Capt. Bainbridge "acted with fortitude," and 
"that no degree of censure should attach itself to him." 

DECATUR' S ORDERS FROM PREBLE. 

Such was the plight of the Xavy when the project of the 
younger Decatur was hlid before Commodore Preble. What 
Decatur was expected to do is shown in the following orders 
froru his commodore: 

U r !TED STATES FRIGATE "CONSTIT TION," . 
yracuse HcLrbor, Janu.ary 31, 1804. 

Srn: You are hereby ordered to take commnnd of the prize 
ketch, \-vhich I ha-ve named the Intrepid, and prepare her with 
a-11 po: ible despatch for a. cruise of thirty days, with full allow
nnce of water proYision , &c., for seventy-frrn men. I shaU send 
sou firn mi<lshipmen from the Constitut·ion, and ·you will take 
. eventy men, including officers, from the Enterp1·ise, if that 
number can be found ready to -volunteer their services for board
ing aiul burning tll e Philadelphia in the harbor of Tripoli; if 
not, re1lort to me, and I will furnish you with men to complete 
your complement. It is expected you will be ready to sail to
morrow eYening, or ·ome hours sooner, if the signal is made for 
that purpose. 

It is my or<lers that you proceed to Tripoli, in company with 
the Syren, Lieutenant Stewart, enter the harbor in the night, 
boar d the Ph.iladelpllia, burn her, and make good your retreat, 
with ilia.Intrepid, if po ible, unless you can make her the means 
of destroying the enemy's ves els in the harbor, by converting 
Iler into a fireship, for that purpose, and retreating in your 
boa t and those of the Syren. You must take fixed ammunition 
and apparatus for the frigate's 18-pounders, and if you can, 
without risking too much, you may endeavor to make them the 
in truments of de truction to the shipping and Bashaw's castle. 
You will provide all the necessary combustibles for burning and 
de. t1oying ships. The destruction of the Philadelphia is an 
object of great impo1·tance, and I rely with confidence on your 
int repidity and enterpri e to effect it. Lieutenant Stewart will 
support you with the boats of the Syren, and cover your retreat 
with that ve sel. Be sure and set fire in the gun-room birth ·, 
cock-pit store-rooms forward, and births on the birth-deck. 

After the hip is well on fire, point two of the 18-pounders, 
shotte<l, down the main hatch, and blow her bottom out. I en
close you a memorandum of the articles, arms, ammunition, :fire
work., &c., ne~essary, and which you are to take with you. 
Return to this place as soon as possible, and report to me your 
proceetlings. On _boarding the frigate, it is probable you may 
meet with resistance-it will be well, in order to p1·erent alann~ 

to ca_rry all by the swoi·a. May God prosper and succeed you in 
this .enterprise. 

I haye the honor to be, sir, your obedient serv't, 

Lieut. Commandant DECATUR, 
EDW ~ PREBLE, . 

THE WORK DONE AS ORDERED. 

How wen the work of destroying the Philadelphia was exe
cuted is· shown by Lieut. ommandant S. Decatur's report to 
Commodore Preble. It was as follows: 

ON BOARD TIIE KETCH " INTREPID," AT SEA, 
· February 11, 1804. 

Srn: I ha-ve the honor to inform you, that in purs~ance to 
your orders of the 31st ' ultimo, to proceed with this ketch off 
the harbor of Tripo1i, there to endeavor to effect the destruc
tion o_f the late United States' frigate Philadelphia, I arri-ved 
there m company with the United States' brig Syren, lieutenant
commandant Stewart, on the 7th, but owing to the badness o.f 
the weather, was unable to effect any thing until la t eveninO' 
when we had a light breeze from the N. E. At 7 o'clock 

0i 
entered .the h~1Tbor : with the Intrepid, the Syren ha\ing gained 
her tation without the harbor, in a situation to support u in 
our retreat. At half pa t 9 o'clock laid her alongside of the 
Pl~iladclP_hia, boarded, and afte1· a 'sltort contest, carried h.e1-. 
I imm.ediately fired her in. the store-rooms, gun-room, cock-pit, 
~n<.l b1rth-<leck, and remamed on board until t"he flames had 
1 sued from the spar-deck. hatchways, and ports and before I 
h~d got from alongsi<;Ie, the fire had communicated to the r ig
gmg .and tops. Previous to our boarding, they had got their 
t'omp10ns out, and hailed se\eral times but not a <>'Un fired 
. The noise occasioned by boarding ~d conteudi;g for po.sses

. ion, although no fire-arms were used, ga-ve a general alarm on 
shore, ,and on board their cruisers, which lay about a cable and 
a half s leI;lgth from us, and many boats filled with men lay 
a.round, but from whom we receh-ed no annoyance. They com
menced a fire on us from a1l .their hatteries on bore, but with 
no.

1
other effect than one shot pa sing through our top-gallant 

Sat . 
· The frigate was moored within llalf· .f]nn slwt of t)le Bashaw's 
ca.stl~, and of thei;· principal battery-two of their crui ers lay 
w1thm two ~a~1es length on the starboard quarter, and their 
gun-boats w1thm half gunshot on the . tarboard bow. She had 
all her "guns mounted and loaded, which, a they became hot 
went off. As she lay with her broadside to the town, I have no 
doubt but some damage has been done by them. Before I had 
go~ out .of the harbor, her cables had burnt off, :rnd i;;.lle had 
drifted 1~ under the castle, where she was consumed. I can 
fonn no JUdgm~mt as to the ni!mber of men on board, bitt there 
~oere tu;enty k1llcd. A large uoat fu.ll got off and numy l eapt 
into the sea. We have made one prisoner, and I fear from the 
number of bad wounds he has recei-ved he will not recover 
although every .assistance and comfort has been O'iven him. ' 

I boarded with six ty 'In.en wid officers, leaving a guard on 
board the .ketch for her defence, and it is with the greatest 
pleasure I. mform you, I had not ct rna..n killecl in this affair, and 
but one slightly wounded. E\ery support that could be <>'iven I 
recei\ed from my officers, and as the conduct of each was 
highly meritoriou • I beg leave to enciose you a Ii t of their 
names. Permit me also, sir, to speak of the brave fe1low8 1 
have the honor to command, whose coolnes.~ and intrepidity was 
such as I trust will ever characterise the American tars. 

It would be injustice in me, were I to pass over the important 
services rendered by .Mr. Sal-vadore [Catalano], the pilot, on 
who e good conduct the succe s of the enterprise in the greate t 
degree depended. He gave me entire satisfaction. 

I have tbe honor to be, sir, &c., 
STEPHEN DECAT1."R. 

Com. Enw ABD PREBLE, 
Com. U. S. Squadron in ill e Mediterranean. 

EXTRACTS FlWU PREBLE'S OFFICIAL DESPATCIIES. 

Reporting the work of Decatur to the department at Wash
ington, Commodore Preble said : 

UNITED STATES' SHIP "CONSTITUTION," 
Syracuse IIat·bor,- 19th of February, 1804. 

Sm: I ha Ye the honor to inform you that the United States' 
briO' Syren, lieutenant-commander Stewart, and ketch Intrepid, 
of four guns, lieutenant commandant Decatur, arrived here 
la t evening from -a cruise. They left this port the 3d instant, 
with my orders to proceed to Tripoli, and 7mm the frigate, 
late the United States' frigate Philadelphia, at anchor in that 
harbor. I was well informed that her situation was such as to 
render it 1rnpossible to bring her out, and her destruction being 
'.lbso1utely uecessnry to favor my intended operations against 
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tllat city, I determined the attempt should be made. I enclose 
yo~ copies of my orders on this occasion, which have been exe
cuted in the most gallant and officer-like manner by lieutenant 
commandant Decatur, assisted by the brave officers and crew 
of the litt-le ketch Intrepid, under his command. Their conduct 
in the performance of the dangerous service assigned them, can
not be sufficiently estimated. It is beyond all praise. Rad 
Heutenant Decatur delayed one-half hour for the boats of the 
S11ren to have. joined him, he would have failed in the main 
object, as a gale ·commenced immediately after the frigate was 
on fire, and it was with difficulty the ketch was got out of the 
harbor. The Syren, owing to the lightness of the breeze in the 
evening, was obliged to anchor at a considerable distance from the 
city, which prernnted her boats from rendering such assistance 
us they might ha-ve done, had they entered the harbor earlier. 

Lieutenant Stewart took the best position without the harbor 
to cover the retreat of the Intrepid, that the lightness of the 
breeze W'OUld admit of; his conduct th.rough the expedition has 
been judicious and highly meritorfous. But few of the officers 
of the squadron could be gratified by sharing in the danger and 
honor of the enterprise. 

In justice to them, I beg lel:!Ye to observe, that they all 
offered to volunteer tlleir services on the occasion, and I am 
confident. wheneyer an opportunity offers to distinguish them
selves, that they will do honor to the service. I enclose you 
lieutenant commandants SteTI""art and Decatur's official com
munications, with names of the officers on board the ketch. 

Witll the higbe 't respect, I bnYe the honor to be, sir, your 
most obedient bumble servant. 

Enw ARD PREBLE. 

A STATEMEXT OF THE EXE:UY'S STRE:'\GTH. 

The Philadelphia at the time she was destroyed was lying in 
the harbor of Ttipoli, protected not only by her own guns and a 
considerable number of Turks on board, but by a number of 
batteries on shore, gunboats, galleys, etc., -viz: 

Guns. 
Fort English, mounting ______ _____ __________ -'----------------- 7 

:\.merican __ __ ____ __ _________________________________ :.____ 7 

Palace-------- - -- - -------------------------~----------- 10 
Between Pa.lace and Molehead-------------------------------- 14 
Molehead Crown batterY-------------------------------------- rn 
I;'oi·t Way --------------------------------------------·--- --- 11 
'.fwo ~<1mall batteries----------------------------------------- 9 
Malta batterY.----------------------------------------------- l) 
Half-Doon batters---------------------·---------------------- 10 
West Diamond battery_______________________________________ 9 
Battery with arched embrasures_______________________________ 3 
'Yestern batterY-- --- - -- ------~------------------------------ 7 

Of heavy caliber ______________________________________ 115 

19 gunboats. 
2 galleys. 
~ schooners of 8 guns each and one brig of 10 guns. 

All the batteries and Yessels were fully manned; tlle whole 
number of troops estimated at 25,000 Arabs, etc. The whole 
narnl force of the United States in the Mediterranean at that 
period was 1 frigate, 3 brigs, 3 schooners, 2 bombs, and 6 gun
boats, manned by 1,060 men. Before the Philadelphia was taken 
by the Tripolitans the demand of the bashaw of Tripoli for 
peace was $200,000 and the repayment of all his expenses dur
ing the war. After her destruction he agreed to make peace 
on our terms, >iz, exchange of prisoner , man for man, and 
$60,000 for the· surplus in his possession. The bey of Ttmis bad 
frequently threatened war, but was deterred, no doubt, by the 
impr~ession produced by the energy of our squadron. 

Commodore Preble, to the Secretary of the Navy, February 3, 
1 04, estimates the .American captiYes in Tripoli at 300; the Tri
politan captives, 60; balance of prisoners in fa rnr of Tripoli, 240. 

So much for a better understanding of the importance and 
effecti>eness of Decatur's work. It terrified the pirates and 
brought them to terms. 

THE LOG OF THE SLOOP "SIRE:-<." 

Amongst the tomes of the Navy Department is still pre
sened the original log of the U. S. sloop of war Siren (spelled 
Siren in the log, spelled Syren elsewhere-J. H. 1\1.) of 18 
guns, then under the command of Lieut. Charles Stewart, after
wards a ·famcus commodore, and from it I ham been permitted 
to make the following extract, which tells in the language of the 
~ailor the story of Decatur's wonderful ad>enture: 

"THURSDAY, 16TH FEBRUARY, 1 04. 
"Commences with fresh breeze, clear X pleast weather, · the 

Intrepid in co: At ! past 2 made the land on our lee bow, 
buul'd up the main sail took 1 reef in the topsails & bent the 
stream cable. At l past 3 backed the main top ail for the 
Inlrevid to come up. At 4 lower'd down the cutter & sent 9 

XLIX--171 

men on board the Intrepicl with cutlasses, pistoles, musquet , 
&ic., &c. At i past 4 th~ boat return'd hoisted her up & rnacle 
sail for tbe land. At ~ past 5 mountain Togura 6 or 8 miles to 
the Ed. of Tripoli bore S.S.W. toW'll of Tripoli S.W. At 6 
iack'd to the N.W. At ~ past 7 boarded main tack. At ! pt !) 
tk'd to the S.W. set stay sails & jib. A.t 10 ca.ll'd all hands to 
quarters & run out the guns, haul'd doTI""n stay sails & jib & 
haul'd up square main sail, brail'd up after main sail. At ! 

· past 10 spoke the Intrepid. At ll back'd the main top ail 
sounded and got no bottom. l\Iidnight moderate and clear, 
lost sight of the Intrepid, haurd up the fore sail & back'd main 
top sail sounded in 35 fathoms & fill'd aTI""ay. At 1 sounded in 
14, 12 & !) fathoms /frorr.C1l to 4 standing off & on the shore, 
showing lights for the Intrepid/ which were answered/ At 1 
call'd all hands to quarters, run in the gtms & secur'd them. 
Shipp'd the ports, wore and stood off shore, made sail, the 
Intrepid on our lee bow. At 8 the high land near Tripoli bore 
S.W. by W. 7 leagues. At 11 the Intrepid tkd to the Sd and E" 
l\Ieridian "\\ore to the Sd and Wd Handed square main sail, reef'd 
the fore sail & set after main sail moderate breezes & pleast the 
Intrepid bearing S. ?t E 8 miles dist Latt: Obs. 33° 21'." 

THE "IXTREPID" RETURXS TO THE "SIRE:-<." 

" REMARKS ON BOARD, 
"Friday 17th Feb: 1804. 

" Commences with fine breezes & pleast weather tlle Intrepid 
in co: At i past 1 set jib & main top mast stay sail. t past 2 
haul'd them down. At 4 made the town of Tripoli at t pa t 5 
it bore S.W. by S. t S. English castle S.S.W. 12 miles dist 
At t past 6 back'd main top sail & hoisted out barge & launch. 
At 7 turn'd the reef out of the topsails & sounded in 38 fathoms. 
small irregular stones. small shells & red & white coral, the 
town of Tripoli bearing S.S.W. 9 miles. At i past 7 sotmded in 
33 fathoms, set jib & after main sail. 8 sounded in 26 fathoms, 
fine yellowish coral, small shells & gra-vel. Tripoli bore S.S.W. 
5 miles dist At ! past 8 sounded in 20 fathoms, baul'd up the 
fore sail, down jib, brail'd after main sail. At 9 came too with 
the stream anchor in 22 fathoms, small yellow coral & fine 
sand. Tripoli bearing S.W. by S. 1 mile distant inclin'g to 
calm; sent off to Lieut Decatur reinforcements in the boa.ts. 
Lieut Caldwell & ·Jno. Dorsey midsn with 20 men /in the 
launch/ Mr. Brooke & l\lr. Budd w1th 8 men /in the Barge/ 
At 1 past 10 Lieut Decatur made the signal for a reinforcement 
of officers & men in boats, answer'd it, about ten minutes after 
which the Frigate Ph.iladelvhia in the harbour of 'l'ripoli burst 
into a flame fore & aft, the castle & Batteries then commenc'd 
the fire on the Intrepid, all around the frigate & in enry 
direction. l\lidnight, gentle breezes & pleast weather. Weigh'd 
and stood to the Nd & Ed under easy sail. At ! past midnight 
the launch and barge return'd and were TI""elcomed with repeated 
cheers /hoisted in boats/ At 1 a. m. spoke the Intrepid & took 
her in tow, when Lieut Decatur came on board got top gallt 
masts on end & made ail. Town of Tripoli bearing S.S.W. 
dist 2 leagues. At 4 hous'd the guns and shipp'd the ports. 
At 9 haul'd down main top mast stay sail & brail'd up after 
main sail, stiff gales from the S.S.E. At t past 9 set main top 
mast stay sail. At 10 run out the jib boom bent the standing 
jib & set it, at -} past 11 double reef'd after main sail & set it. 

"N. B. About midnight the frigate burnt her cables & drifted 
ashore she was then burnt down to the water's edge. Latt: 
Ob . 34 25.!' 

A BOR~ SAILOR A..."'W FIGilTEI?. 

At the time of his great achievement Stephen Decatur was 
25 years of age. He was a born sailor and fighter ha-ving. been 
recognized throughout the NaYy as one of the mosr gallant and 
intr·epid of leaders. He had been in actirn service long before 
the Tripoli affair, and continued in the senice after his pro
motion two grades, and about 10 years in recognition of it, 
until 1820, when on March 22, in a duel with Commodore Bar
ron at Bladensburg he lost his life. The duel was one of those 
deplorable tragedies, due largely to the false chivalry character
istic of the times." The death of Decatur was universally deplored. 
He was buried · at Kalorama, in the District of Columbia ; but 
having, in connection with his proposed participation in the 
management of the congressional burial ground at Washington, 
expressed a desire to be buried near the tomb of his parents, at 
St. Peter's Church, in Philadelphia, his body was subsequently 
remoyed to that place, _ It was received at Philadelphia with 
military and civic honors, and a · popular mo-vement was at once 
instituted to erect a monument befitting his life and character. 
On each return of his birthday, .January 5, the ladies of the 
Stephen Decatn1~ Chapter of the Daughters of 1812 a.re accus
tomed to visit and decorate the grave. The monument consists 
of an ionic column, surmoundecl by an .American eagle. 
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~HE llf~'i ll~'D A'T" OLD s>r. PMims. 

The in~ripti-OllS u1)0m·th sides: e-f the cnlumn are as follows:· 
STEPHEN' DEeA:TUR 

Born J:rnuary 5th, 1779 
Entered the Tavy of the· United States 

as l!flidshipma:n 
.April 3Td, 1798 

Be-came Lieuterum t 
June 31d, 1799 
Made Captain 

Fer Distinguished 1\Ierit 
Passing over the' Rank of Commund'ecr 

February 16th:, 1804-
Died 

M'arch 2"2nd, I82G 

Devoted to His Country 
Bya 

Patriotic Fath~r 
He Cherished in His H-eart 

and St1stained by His 
Intrepid Action 

The Inspiring Sentiment 
"Our Country ! Right or ·wrong" 

A Nation 
Gave Him in Return 

Its Applause- and Gratitude 

The Gallant Officer 
Wh-0se Prompt and Active Valor 

Always on the Watch 
Was Guided By a Wisdom· 

And Supported by a Firmness 
Which Ne"\"er Tired 

:whose Efforts in. Arms 
Reflected 

The Daring Fictions. of 
Romance and Chivalry 

A. Name 
Brilliant from a series of 

Heroic Deeds 
- On the Coast of Barbary 

and Illustrious 
By Achie-vements Again t 
1\Iore Disciplined Enemie::r 

The Pride of the Nary 
The Glory of the 

Republic. 
EFFORTS TO LOCATE THE WRECK. 

Mr. Chairman, several efforts have been made since· the death 
of Decatur: to locate the wreck of the Philadelphia. In June, 
1905 . Churle.s Wellington Furlong made· an examination of 
tho Barbary con.st at Tripoli through the courtesy of Muchia 
Redjed Pasha., commander in chiet of the Turkish forces. in 
Tripoli. rn. that inspection, in whieh he was- aided by marine 
divers, Mr. Furlvng discovered the location of' the wreck and 
managed to- recover a. cannon ball ftom her timbers in addition 
to some copper nails. IDs inT"estigation, however, did not result 
in any steps being taken. to recover the hull After the Turks 
were driven out of Tripoli in the recent war with Italy, Mr. 
Harold Sherwood Spence!, who was attached to one· of the New 
York newspapers, interested himself in the matter, consulting 
the American consul at Tripoli, in Barbary, and the American 
ambassador to Italy, as appears :from the following corre
spondence : 

TRIPOLI, BARBA.BY, Oct6ber 10, 191-Z: 
l\IY DEAR .!\IR. O'BRIEN: Within a very few we~s the Italians, 

in their work of improving the harbor, will read: the site of 
the wreck ot our famous frigate PMladelphia. 

Although the wreck is at present in a good state of preserva
tion, and only in 10 feet of water; tD.e proposed harbor improve
ments wn.I tear up the old ship piecemeal~ burying part of it 
rmder a breakwater. 

To me, and I hope- you feel likewise, a ship of such a glorious 
past as our Philadelphia shauld be raised and buried at sea. 
At least the keel and some of her old cannon might be tft.ken 
to .Annapolis. or Washington ns relics~ 

0 • * • • * * 
It seems fit that our ambassador to Italy should recove:r our 

ship from what are- now Italian. waters. If you are interested 
will you please wire me, cnre o:f ffie- consul here. 

Ile pectfully, 
HAROLD SHERWOOD SPENCER. 

STA'.IZE .&XI> NA.Yi DEP ..\:.RTllE:XTS D<"I:EltESTED. 

N0VE :tBER 23', 1912. 
The· honorable the SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the letter 
of November 19 (38Q9/315: 1) in which,. referring to this depart
ment's letter of the 13th instant, you advise me that the nav:al 
attache a.t Rome has. been instructed by telegraph tcr proceed t 
Ti:ipoli and investigate the possibility of· raising the wreck of 
the Philadelphia fI·om the harbor at thnt vort. 

As of possible interest in this connection, I take occasion to 
inclose herewith a copy of a dispatch on. this subject which. has 

. now been receiT"ed from the American consul at Tripoli_ 
r have the honor to ber sir, your obedient servant, 

RuN.TINGTON WILSON, 
Acting Secretary of State. 
AMERICAN CONSULATEr 

Tripoli-iti-Barbary, October 16, 1912. 
. The henornble the SECBET..AilY OF STA.TE, 

Washi11gton. 
Sm: I have the honor to report to the department that lUr. 

liia:.rol~ Sh.erwood Spencer is desirous of malting an effort to 
rescue the remains of the old U. S. S. frigate Philadelph.ia;, 
which was. wrecked off the harbor· of T1"'ipoli October 31, 1803:, 
cnptm. .. ed· by the Tripoli pirates with whum we were at war 
and .b:uought into port. and in February, 1 04, .de~troyed 1'.>y; 
burrung through the daring and famous exploit of Lieut. 
Decatur. 

Mr. Spencer was a student at Annapolis for s~veral years, 
but resigned in the latter part of 1910 for the purpose of pre
paring to enter the diplomatic service. He has, however, since 
then been engaged in newspaper and literary work, and was sent 
here last November by .l\fr. Bennett as special war .. correi;pond·
ent of the New York Herald. He left Tripoli in December and 
reh1rned to New York in June of this year, where he has a 

· temporary residence at the Vanderbilt Hotel. 
Mr. Spencer desires to present the remains of fhe Philadel

phia to the Naval Institute, of which he Is a member, or to 
the museum of the Na:va.l .A.ca.dem.y at Annapolis. 

Believing this project to be a most worthy enterprise, I pre
sented .1\fr. Spencer to Governor General Ragni and requested 
permission for him to raise the Philadelphia. The request was 
most graciously accorded by His Excellency, who displayed much 
interest in tlle enterprise: Later he asked us to go on the ter-

, race of the castle for the purpose of ha.vipg pointed out the 
. precise location of the wreck, which ti.es- in about l(}l feet of 
. water \ery near the Spanish fort. The governor general also 
: stated that lie would be pleased to assist l\Ir. Spencer in his 
efforts. 

Preliminary smTey · are being made to. determine what pa.rt 
of the wreck can. be rescued and the approximate cost of the 
work. 

I have the honor to be, sir, yom· obedient servant, 
JOHN Q. Woon, 

Amer·ica1'i Consul. 

DECEMBER. -, 1()12. 
The honorable the SECRET.A.RY Oli' TIIE NAVY. 

Sm: Referring to previous correspondence concerning project 
for raising the wreck of the U. S. frigate Philadelphia from the 
harbor of. Tripoli, I have the honor to inclose herewith for your 
information a copy of a report on this subjecffrom the .Americ:m 
consul at Tripoli, under date of the 30th ultimo. 

l ha.ve the honor to- be, sir, yom· obedient servant, 
P. C. KNOX. .• 

NAVAL ATTACII:lil llAKE3 ESTBIATE . 

.AMERICAN CoNSULA.TE, 
Tr·ipoli in Barbary,, Nove11iber SO, 1912. 

The honorable the SECRETABY OF STATE, 
Washington. 

Sm: I hale the hono1· to report the arrival of our naval 
attach.e at Rome, Lieut. Richard Drn.ce White, in pursuance of 
orders from the Navy Department, to examine ai:rd· report on 
the project of raising the U. S. frigate Philaaelphi<J;. Com
mander White was received most cordially I>y Gov. Gen. Ragni 
and has been given every possible· assistance. The command 
of the port hus been placed ut his dispo itiorr, and'. during the 
examination o:t the wreck, on the 29th instant, the_day after 
arrival, the gasoline launch of the governor O'enera1 was sent to 
Commander White, with instructions to the officer in charge t0> 
report to- him f.o.r orders. . · 

It has been possible to locate the w1·eck, and the :firm o~ 
.Alma.gia, now engaged on the. port works, has· given an. estimate 
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of the cost of raising the remains of the old frigate. It has 
appeared to me to be very excessive, although I confess to a 
lack of experience in such matters, and .therefore would not care 
to advance an opinion as to a reasonable cost of successfully 
carrying out such a project. 

I v;rould state that the arrirn.l of Commander White has cre
ated a great local interest in the history of our naYal and mili
tary operations in this country, and especially in the outcome of 
the inspection and report that will be sent to the Navy Depart
ment by our naval attache. A ·copy of La Nuova Italia is here
with inclosed, containing an article on the Philadelphia, which 
may be of some interest, although several of the facts are not 
accurate. On account of lack of time it has been impossible to 
make a translation. 

I have the. honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
JOHN Q. Woon, 

American. Consul. 
ITALIAN OFFICI ALS AND NEWSPAPE:RS FRIE~'l>LY. 

Along with the correspondence just quoted is a translation 
of the article from La Nuova Italia, of Tripoli, Africa, dated 
November 29, 1912, which, under the heading "A glorious page 
of American history rises from the bottom of the Libian Sea,'' 
reviews in eloquent terms the gallantry of Decatur and his 
crew and bespeaks the utmost courtesy on the part of Gen. 
;Ragni, the Italian commander, should the American Govern
ment desire to take steps in the matter. In addition I have 
a letter from the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, who bas 
expressed his approval of an appropriation for the raising 
of the Philadelphia, in which he transmits, at my request, a 
copy of the report of the naval attache who recently under
took an inspection of the hull of the Philadelphia, and who was 
instructed to report as to the conditions surrounding it. This 
).'eport, which is appended in full, indicates clearly that the 
hull and such relics as may remain in it can be recovered for 
twelve or fifteen thousand dollars, provided the recovery is 
attempted before the Italian Government proceeds with the 
construction work which may obliterate the wreck forernr. 

EXISTING COXDITIOXS SURllOUNDING THE HULL. 

ROME, December 9, 1912. 
From: Naval attache, Rome and Vienna. 
To: Director of Naval Intelligence. 
Subject: Proposed salving of the wreck of the U. S. S. Phila

delphia in the harbor of Tripoli, in Barbary. 
Reference: 0. N. I. telegram of November 16, 1912. 

1. I Im ve proceeded according to the instructions contained in 
the reference. 

2. In the work of investigating the wreck, the commander in 
chief of the naval force in Tripoli, the governor, and the com
manding general of the military force have been extremely 
courteous and have facilitated the work. I have been greatly 
aided by the American consul, Mr. John Q. Wood, and by Mr. 
Harold S. Spencer, who had very thoroughly investigated the 
wreck previous to my arrival. These two gentlemen devoted 
all their time to helping and advising me while I was engaged 
in this work. I was also greatly aided by 1\fr. William S. 
Riley, an Englishman resident in Tripoli for 25 years, who has 
become interested in the work. 

BURIED IN TWO A.ND A HALF' FATHOMS. 

3. I find that the wreck lies in about 2! fathoms of water on 
the bearings indicated in the inclosure marked " B." This.. part 
of the bay is soon to be filled in and warehouses, railways, etc., 
built thereon. No exca-vations are to be made here, however, 
as was at first reported. 

4. It appears that she lies on her side (thought to be star
board, though this is uncertain), her keel in a line approximately 
northeast and southwest. She is entirely covered by sand, ex
cept for a portion approximately 35 feet in length on the above
mentioned bearing and 15 feet in width, in which space por
tions are visible in places projecting above the sand bottom in 
some cases as much as 1! feet. 

WHAT THlll DIVERS DISCOVERED. 

5. There are three or four projections visible, which appear 
to be ribs or frames of the hull. These appear to curve up
ward, which leads me to believe that they are situated near the 
bow or the stern. This is, however, only a surmise, as the curva
ture may only be apparent. There are several planks which 
extend in a northeasterly direction and end abruptly. Beyond 
their end is a rectangular piece lying at right angles to the 
lengthwise direction of the planks. · 

6. The divers who investigated the wreck report that the 
whole wreck is imbedded in sand in the form of a mound, which 
slopes off in all directions . from the wreck. They sawed off 
portions and found the planking covered with copper in a state 

of partial decomposition, and also found the remains of nails 
now cori·oded so that they are nothing but hardened rust. 

7. The di\ers who made the examination; the engineer in 
charge of the divers, 1\fr. Spencer; l\Ir. Riley; the American 
consul, Mr. John Q. Wood; and I are agreed in the opinion 
that the part visible is the remains of the ribs ·and skin of the 
ship. The planking which ends so abruptly we believe to ha·rn 
sprung loose, or been pried loose, from the frames and to have 
straightened out more or less. We conclude that the s}lip sunk 
on the original bottom of the harbor, which slopes away 
abruptly to the northeast, with one end much lower than the 
other, and that the sand which now covers her has sifted in, 
making the harbor at this point much shallower than it was at 
the time she sank. 

8. Granting that the ship was 40 feet in beam and 200 feet 
long, she must extend in the sand to a depth of approximately 
40 feet, and for a length of approximately 200 feet. 

9. When Mr. Spencer, in his letter to the American ambas
sador to Rome, dated October 10, suggested raising her, he was 
of the opinion that the ship rested on an approximately even 
keel and did not extend deep into the sand, and his idea was 
that she could be scooped out and lifted with shears and got 
on shore intact. The belief that she lies on her side, however, 
and must extend deep into the sand bottom makes that project 
appear impracticable, and it is now believed that the best way 
to attempt to raise her is to dredge around her and inside her 
as much as practicable and then raise her with floats and chains, 
if practicable, intact; otherwise, in sections cut adrift befote 
being lifted. · 

LOCAL COMPANY COULD DO THE WORK. 

10. In this connection the lack .of facilities a·rnilable at 
Tripoli for work of this character has been considered. There 
is a floating crane of 75 (I an1 told) tons capacity. There are 
some small lighters ; there are some small cranes on shore. 
That is practically all. There is also to be considered the 
weather, which is very bad at this season, and the fact that a 
company is under contract to fill in the space where the wreck 
lies within a certain period and with perfect right to interfere 
with any operations which would delay them in their work. 

11. This company, viz, Ditta Almagia, have, at my request, 
made an estimate as to what they would charge to raise her. 
Their estimate is $12,000 to raise her entirely and put her on 
the beach. The project is to raise her intact, but this may 
become impracticable, in ·which case it would be necessary to 
raise her piece by piece. Their estimate is based on the assump
tion that there would be 4,000 cubic meters to excavate, at a 
cost of $2.5-0 per cubic meter, and that the cost of raising her 
and putting her ashore would be $2,000. They also estimate 
that they could raise a section 45 feet in length along the part 
now projecting above the water for $5,000. And I am of the 
opinion that for $2,000 that part projecting above the bottom 
and a considerable portion adjacent thereto could be raised. 

12. In addition to the cost above enumerated there would 
be the cost of conveying the material recovered to the United 
States. The local agencies could give me no data on this 
problem, but I am in communication with agents in l\falta and 
Naples and will make this question subject of future report. 

ITALIAN GOVER~:\IENT WOULD APPROVE. 

13. I am of the opinion that, if it is the department's wish to 
raise her, or any part.. of her, it can best be done by contra.ct 
with the above-mentioned firm. They are, so far as I can • 
learn, the only company there with facilities necessary to 
undertake tot. They can take care of such parts as are reco>ered 
until such time as they can be shipped to the United States, 
and above all they can interfere and forbid the work being 
carried on by any other company on the strength of the fact 
that they are under contract to fill in that part of the harbor 
where the wreck lies, and may commence at that spot whenever 
they choose. 

14. As a matter of fact, they will not, in the ordinary course 
of events, reach the spot where the Philadclvhi(t lies for a long 
time, and if they take the contract to raise her, they would not 
undertake it until next February, because in this season of 
storms the work would surely be interfered with and· most 
likely would prove to be impracticable. Once started on the 
work, they estimate that it would require two weeks to raise 
the whole wreck, and a less time for a less part. · 

15. In case it is wished to attempt to raise the wreck, there 
will be, I believe, practically no difficulty in obtaining the neces
sary permission from the Italian Government. In fact, the 
idea of our raising her has produced a very favorable impres
sion not only at Tripoli, but throughout Italy. 

16. I await instructions before proceeding further in the 
matter. R. DRACE WHITE. 
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HEROISM AND -GALLA :TnY nresus ~TEmALISM. ability I may llave press them for fnvorable consideration ·before 

The remains of . Stephen Decatur repose in :the old third -dis- the Congress of the United 'States, the onlv trilmnal that has 
trict of Pennsy1>a.nia., which I hnve the honor t.o repr~ent in jurisdiction to pass upon these claims. • 
Congress. I have <Jften stood by the :monument reared in ·his GEXER.AL sTATE~E:.-.""T. 
honor by the citizens of Philadelphia, and upon which the .gar-
illtnds .of admiration and esteem -a.Te mmually laid by the pa- In the act approved June 1G, 190G, which provided for the 
triotic women of the Stephen Decatur Ohapter, Daughters of . admi~sion of _Oklahoma. as a State into the Union, Ctmgre s .np"4 
il.812, and have wondened if succeeding generations have fully .proprmted $5,000,000 to the State of Oklahoma for public• 
appreciated the vnlne of the 'life and sertices .of this bra-ve school purposes, in lieu of sections 16 and 36 in each townshi"tj 
man. He was one of ·those heroes around whose memory clus- in the Indian Territory, which· had been conveyed to certniu 
t-er the hallowed ·traditions which lift ns -::ibo\e the •field of Indian Tribes and were not therefore arnilable as a o-rant to 
materialism. indeed, the -story of his Ufe and that of the the State for public-school purposes. In round numb~rs -sec
frigate PhilaileltJlllia tend to renew our faith in the American tions 16 and 36 in the Indian Territory· comprised about 1,100,000 
Navy and in the patriotism and fighting qualities of our officers acres of land, Congress allowed the State about $4.60 per acre 
nnd enlisted men. it does us good to preach the '.heroism of for these lands. This, I contend, was only about one-third their. 
Stephen Decatur. It aids us to a better lllldersta.nding of the value. The amount of the appropriation should have been equal 
purposes of those wb.o engage their services in the dangerous to the value of these lands. I maintain, therefore, that the 
work of the Army or the Navy. And when we consider it in . people of Oklahoma ha-rn a ju t claim against the United State~ 
relation to more recent heroes ot the Navy -0f the United States for the difference bBtween the $5,000,000 and the real value of 
it helps us to forget that the world of peace is selfish and o-ver- these lands, which I estimate was about $16,000,000, or $15 per 
done in money getting. acre. This, in brief, is the basis for my bill (H. R. 27950) which 

directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Oklahoma $ll 000 -
CUSHING AND HOBSO~ IN DEC.A.TUR CLASS. 000, and makes appropriation therefor. , , 

The century just closed gave us three heroes of the Decatur PER CENT OF PROCEEDS OF SALES OF PUB!.IC L~·Ds. 
type-Decatur himself, Oushing, and HOBSON. There have been 
many others, participants in the various wars in which our Beginning with the act of Congress passed in 1802 which prO· 
country engaged from 1800 to 1900, but ill no three par~cula.rs -vided :for the admission of the State of Ohio into' the Union 
aFe the exploits of beroism so easily comparable as in the Congress has granted to all the public-land States an amount 
instances of Decatur, Cushing, and RoBsoN. With r~ect to equal to 5 per cent on the net proceeds of the srues of public 
personal daring and bravery, in the ·execution of well-con- lands lying within the S(4te. With the exception of Oklahoma 
ceived but hazal'dous plans, there is very little difference be- all these public-land States were admitted, early in their his~ 
tween Decatur's burnlng of the Phiiadelphia in 1804, Oushing's tory, when the population was ·small and when only a smaU 
blowing up of the Albe1narle in 1864, and HoBsoN's sinking of part of the public lands lsing within the States had been en· 
the .Jte11·imac in 1898. Each invaded hostile territory and tered. While the percentage, except as to Nebraska and Ari· 
shared personally the perils of the brave h~dful of men who zona, was granted on sales subsequent to statehood in effect 
accompanied the expedition. EJach -succeeded 'in his undertak- ~e ~tates received a p~·centage on practicaUy all 'the landf? 
ing, and thus added to the honor and glory of American arms. 'Wlthm the ·States, as prior to statehood com para ti VP.ly few of: 

It would seem, Mr. Chairman. that if we can freshen the the lands had been entered. 
American mind and fire the American heart by the recovery of Not so with Oklahom_a. lJJ. the :first place, Congress had con· 
relics of .the historic frigate Philadelphia it weuld amply repay veyed all the public lands in the Indian Territory to the Indians 
the small expenditure that is contemplated. The bringing back constituting about: J;ialf the area o.f the State. This reduced by, 
to America of whatever may be found of .this famous old fight- half the amount which Oklahoma would haye otherwise receiYed. 
ing cmft would add to our respect for the .flag of our common In the second place, f!.t the time of statehood, in what was for· 
country and intensify our appreciation of and regard fqr J.~ merly Oklahoma Territ017, nearly all tile public lands had been 
fighting men. If the .recovery of no more than one of the 44 entered and final pr-0of ma.de thereo~. As a result, this grant: 
original cannon is effected, it will be worth all the rmoney that to Oklahoma of an amount equal to 5 per cent on the sales of 
is asked for the purpose. public 1ands is insignificant compared with the amount received 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. -Chairman, I yield 45 minutes .to the gen- by the 28 other public-land "States. To correct this injustice, I 
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. MORGAN]. have introduced H. R. 28669, which provides in substance that 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, Oklahoma bears Oklahom!J. shall haye 5 per cent on sales of public lands lying 
burden of the Nation in the loss of sch-001 lands, in the insig- within tpe State, sold either prior or subsequent .to date of 
nificant amount l'eceived from the percentage on sale of public statehood. 
lands and in enormous loss of revenue by reason ·of vast .area of NO::>."TAX..A"BLE Di1:>IAN Lil-ns. 
nontaxable Indian lands. To remove this burden from the peo- The most important of all these tln1ee bills is II. R. 28G70, 
ple of Oklahoma I .have introduced three bills, to which I wish which provides for an appropriation of $20,000,000 to the State 
to call the attention of .the House at this time. of Oklahoma, cPayable in 16 annual payments of $1,250,000 each. 

Each one of these bills provides for a large appropriation to This claim is based npon the proposition that the Indian 
the State of Oklahoma. These appropriations are to pay to the lands in Oklahoma are nontaxable by virtue of stipulations in 
State of Oklahoma certain amounts which I maintain are justly treaties made by ~e United States with the Indians; that the 
due the State on account of matteTS growing out of the terms Federal Gov~rninent ha~ no powgr or authority to exempt from 
and conditions unde1· which Oklahoma wits admitted as a State taxation land within a State, after the United States had sold 
into the Union. At the outset, I will state ·that I ~o not charge or disposed of the lands, except by consent of the State, .and ex
that Congress intentionally did an injustice to Oklahoma. cept on terms ap.d conditions prescribed by the State and upon 
Nothing I shall say will be intended as .a criticism upon the payment of such consideration as shall be satisfactory to the 
Committee on Territories in 1906, that had t}le Oklahoma Sate; and, fi~ally, that to p:rovide the Indians with nontaxable 
Enabling A.ct in charge, and especially nothing I say must be lands is a duty belonging to tl:!e Federal and not the State 
regarded as, in any way, a criticism upon the gentleman from goveTII.lllent, an:d that whatever it costs to provide nontaxable 
Michigan, the Hon. EDw.ABD L. HAMILTON, the chairman of the lands for the Indians should be Pa.id by the National Go-vern
Committee on Territories at the time. The people of Oklahoma. ment and not J>y the people of the State governments. The 
are greatly indebted to him for services rendered, and our object of tb).s $20,000,000 appropriation is, in a measure at least, 
people hold him in the highest esteem. And finally nothing I to pay to the State of Oklahoma and the yarious county, town
say is intended as a 'reflection upon the work of my colleague, ship, and school district governments for loss in revenue from 
Mr. McGUIRE, who was the delegate from Oklahoma Territory, nontaxable Indian lands. 
at the time the Oklahoma Statehood bill was passed. Rather SCHOOL LANDS API'ROPRllTED 1i'OR NATIOr AL USE. 
wonld I praise him for his splendid work in connection with 
Oklahoma's statehood act. It is important that we :first clearly comprehend the fact 

that the Federal Government .used the public lands in the 
THIRTY-ONE MILLION ASKED Fon. Indl.an Territory for a national purpose. To all intents and 

Th~ three bills which I have introduced carry a total .appro- purposes these lands were used by the Goyernment to pay a 
priation rto the State of Oklahoma of over $31,000,QOO. This is national debt. The United States in effect sold these lands to 
a large -sum ·of money . . I have not introduced these bills hastily. the Indians, and received a >aluable con ideration therefor. 
I nave given the matter the most careful c-0nsideration. I have The Iudians secured these lands through contract, agreement, 
acted only after I concluded that each of the claims have real and .treaty. The Indians paid a consideration therefor, they, 
merit, and that as .a. Representative from the State of Okla- released title to other lands, they l'elinquished homes else
homa my duty to the people and the taxpayers of that :State where, or o..therwise made concessions which were valuable to 
demanded that I sllould introduce these bills, and with whatever the Nation. 
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But, leaving out the question of conside--ration, in .dealing 

with the Indian the United States had a duty to perform, an 
~bligation to discharge, a responsibility to meet. In disch!lrg
ing what was clearly a national duty, a national obligation, a 
national responsibility, the public lands in the Indian Territory 
were conveyed to the Indians~ 

The public school lands in the Indian Territory, solemnly 
dedicated to the sacred purpose of promoting education among 
the people of the State, were diYerted from this great purpose 
and converted by the United States to another and entirely 
different purpose. These lands belonged to the State; they were 
used by the Nation. Dedicated solely to the use of the people 
of the State, they were appropriated for the use and benefit of 
all the people of the United States. Depri'red of these lands, 
the people of the State have the right to expect full compensa
tion therefor. If full compensation is not made to the people of 
the State for the loss of these lands then the Federal Govern
ment will be compelling the people of Oklahoma to pay, as a 
price for statehood, a debt that clearly belonged to the Nation 
and should ha'i·e been paid by all the 93,000,000 people of the 
United States. 

THREE GENER.AL PBOPOSITIONS. 

The arguments in support of the bill (H. R. 27950) to appro
priate $11,000,000 to compensate the State of Oklahoma for 
difference between the value of school lands in the Indian Terri
tory and the $5,000,000 appropriated, I will present under three 
general propositions. 

First. By virtue of what might be called the common law of 
the country~a law established by more than a century of 
precedent, custom, and usage, reenforced by a well-defined na
tional policy-the people of Oklahoma were entitled to sections 
16 and 36 in each township in the Indian Territory for public 
school purposes, or in lieu thereof an amount of money equal to 
their reasonable value at date of statehood. 

Second. Other public-land States, in the number of acres 
granted to them for public school purposes, and in the per 
capita grant to such States, based upon population in 1910, 
and also in the per capita grant based upon school population, 
received vastly larger grants of land for public school purposes 
than did Oklahoma. 

Third. The 1,100,000 acres of public school lands in the In
dian Territory were reasonably worth about $15 per acre-or in 
the aggregate about $16,000,000-or about $11,000,000 more 
than the $5,000,000 granted in the enabling act 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Certainly. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Now, does the gentleman, in referring to 

lost school lands, mean by that sections 16 and 36 in the Indian 
Territory part of Oklahoma. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. I do. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Of course, to Oklahoma, as distinct from 

the Indian Territory; sections 16 and 36 were given, were they 
not? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. They were. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Certainly. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Did not Oklahoma Territory 

get a greater quantity of land than two sections in a township? 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Not for public-school purposes. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. What was it for? 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Oklahoma received certain 

grants for the higher educational institutions, certain grants 
for the public-building fund. 

l\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. Were not some of those 
grants made upon the express condition or because of the fact 
that Oklahoma would not receive sections 16 and 36 in what was 
the Indian Territory? 

Mr. MORGA.J.~ of Oklahoma. I think not. 
Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. For a question, certainly. 
:Mr. CARTER. For a short statement. These land grants, 

as I remember, were made prior to the time when the enabling 
act was passed. 

Mr. l\IORGAN of Oklahoma. Do you mean the grants to the 
Indians? 

Mr. CARTER. The land grants to the State for all kinds of 
school purposes were made prior to the time the enabling act 
was passed. 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. When the lands were opened to 
settlement the school lands were reserved. The actual grant
the legal conveyance-was by grant in the statehood a<;!t. 

Mr. CARTER. The point I want to make is this: The grant 
of each of these sections was made for school purposes to the 
Territory of Oklahoma prior to the time of statehood. The 
grants were made, in other words, when the opening of the res-

enations cnme about. Now-just a moment, if the gentleman 
will permit me-at the· time these openings were had no one 
could say that Indian Territory was to be any part of the new 
State of Oklahoma; in fact, a very strong· effort was being 
made to make separate States of Indfan Territory and Okla
Ilomar so any land grants which might have been made at that 
time to Oklahoma Territory could not ha1e been given in lieu of 
any conditions that e::risted in the Indian Tel'l'itory prior to 
statehood. 

Mr. MURDOCK. That is correct. 
Mr. CARTER. Is not that correct, I will ask my friend 

from Oklahoma? 
Mr. 1\IORGAN of Oklahoma. That is correct; yes. 
Mr. CARTER rose. 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. I wonJd like t() yield to my 

colleague, but it will take all my time to go over the ground I 
wish to co-rer. 

Mr. CARTER. Just a question. I desire to ask the gentle
man if be arrived at the· acreage and figures given by ca1culrrt

. ing sections 16 and 36? 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Yes; I estimate the numb-er of 

acres comprised in sections 16 and 36 in the Indian Territory. 
Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. For just a moment 
Mr. l\IILLER. Will the gentleman state what disposition the 

State of Oklahoma made of this $5~000,000? Did it go to the 
public-school fund? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. It went to the public-school 
fund. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman state whethe1· or not he 
has made any inquiry to ascertain the averuge price the other 
States received for their public-school lands? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. I will come to that after a 
while. 

Mr. MURDOCK. How about Kansas? 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Kansas receiv-ed 2,876,124 

acres. 
Mr. MURDOCK. However, we did not get the $5,000,000. 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Kansas received 500,000 ac1·es 

of public lands for internal improvements, which I think went 
to your school fund. Your State also received other large 
grants, which I shall later refer to. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Can the gentleman make a comparison be· 
tween the school funds resulting from the Government gratuity'l 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I expected' 
that question to arise. Some of the States have lost much of 
their school funds. There are instances of mismanagement. 
But should the grant to Oklahoma for public-school purposes 
be measured by mistakes made by the people or public officers 
of the older States? Certainly not. Oklahoma is entitled to the 
grant of the rel!Ular school lands given to other States, or their 
equivalent In cash. The mistakes of others should be a warn
ing to the people of Oklahoma, but should not be used as an 
excuse for limiting the grant, either in lands or in money. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Yes; I will yield to the gentle· 

man. 
Mr. CARTER. The State of Kansas was not brought into 

. the Union with one-half of its lands nontaxable? 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. No. I will come to that di

rectly. 
USAGE AND PRECEDENT SUPPORT CL.!IM. 

Oklahoma's claim to school lands in the Indian Territory is 
sustained by a full century of precedent, practice, usage, and 

. custom. 
The precedent for granting ~ertain lands in each township for 

public-school purposes antedates the adoption of the Constitu
tion and the organization of the Federal Government thereun
der. In 1785 the Congress adopted an ordinance providing for 
the survey of the territory northwest of the Ohio River. This 
ordinance declared that lot 16 should be reserved for -public
school purposes. In 1787, two years later, Congress passed an
other ordinance providing for the government of the Northwest 
Territory. This ordinance designated certain articles therein 
which should be regarded as articles of compact between the 
Original States and the State and the people of the Northwest 
Territory, which articles should remain unalterable except by 
common consent. One of these articles declared that-

Rellgion, morality, and knowledge being necessary to good govern
ment an.d the happiness of mankind, schools and the means of educa
tion shall fore-ver be enc.onraged. 

Thus our forefathers, 128 years ago-befo1·e tbe adoption of 
the Constitution-before the organization of the Government 
thereunder--established a precedent and inaugurated a national 

\ 
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policy which ham been followed ever since, and which have 
been potent factors in the spread of knowledge, in the promo
tion of education, in the enlightenment of our citizenship, and 
in adding strength, greatness, and glory to our country. 

In 1802 Congress passed an act for the admission of Ohio as 
a State into the Union. This act granted section 16 in each 
townshlp for public-school purposes. 

From 1802 to 1848-a period of 46 years-in admitting public
land State Congress uniformly granted to the States section 
16 in each township for public-school purposes. 

In 1848 a new precedent was established-a new policy was 
adopted. The grant for public schools was enlarged. In that 
year the State of Oregon was admitted to the Union under an en
abling act which granted both sections 16 and 36 in each town
ship for the use of public schools. 

The Oregon enabling act became a model for subsequent 
statehood acts. For from 1848 down to 1913-two-thirds of a 
century-in admitting public-land States into the Union Con
gress has followed the Oregon act and granted to the new 
States sections 16 and 36 in each township for public-school pur
poses, except that Utah, Arizona, and New Mexico were granted 
four sections in each township for public schools. 

OKLAHOMA RECEIVES LESS THAN OTHEil STATES. 

The number of acres of land granted to Oklahoma for public
school purposes is not one-third the average number of acres 
granted to the ,·arious States admitted to the Union since 1848. 

I have prepared a table showing the number of acres of land 
granted to the public-land States admitted since 1848 for public
school purposes. This table shows the population of thesa 
States in 1910, with the per capita grant to these States. Th& 
table is as follows: 
Table slwiving nmnbet· of ac1·es the several States received from, sectiont 

16 and SG, and Utah, Arizona, and Neio Mea:ico with sections 2, 16, SS, 
and 86, it:1tli population of States in 1910, and number of acres per 
capita. 

State. Acres. Popula
tion. 

Per 
capita. 

grant to these States was 16 times the per capita acreage 
granted to Oklahoma. 

If this is fair and equitable, then you must sa.y that 1 acre 
of land in Oklahoma is worth 16 acres of average land in H 
of the best States west of the Mississippi River. 

PEil CA.PITA GR.AXT BASED O~ SCHOOL POPOLA.TIO~. 

The number of acres i:.er capita granted to Oklahoma. based 
upon the number of persons of school age in 1910, is only one 
twenty-fourth the per capita grant to the other 14 States based 
upon school population. 

I have prepared a table showing the number of acres of land 
granted for public-school purposes, the school population based 
upon the census of 1910, and the per capita grant to each State 
based upon the number of persons of school -age in said States 
in 1910. 

The table is as follows : 
Table showing grant pe1· capita accorclin.q to the twmber of persons o 

school age in certain States in 1910. 

States. Acres. S~~~0~P- Per capita. 

Utah. .......•.. ·-·--· ...•.. _---· - -·----·.-·.-· 

M~~~~Xico·:::: ~:: ::: : : ::: ::: :::::: ::: : : :: ::: 
Arizona ........... _ ...... _ .. __ -·· .. _. __ ...... . 
Nevada .................... ··-·-··············-· 
Colorado .......... ·--·-· ... --· .•• . -· .... ... . -· 

m~~~-:·:·::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Kansas ............... _ ......•..... ----. -· ··-·. 
South Dakota .... --· ...... ..... •. .•..... .... -· 

~~~~~~k:<>"ta::: ::::: :::::: :::: :::::::::: ::::: 
'ii~~~~--::::::::::::::::::::~:~::::::::::: 

6,007,182 
5,102, 107 
4,309,369 
4,050,346 
3,985,422 
3, 715,555 
3,387,520 
3,368,924 
3,063,271 
2, 876,124 
2, 813, 511 
2,637,155 
2,531,200 
2,448,675 
1,276,204 

121,016 
93, 771 

105,403 
56,897 
16,132 

215,9.J.O 
175,386 
35, 776 
96, 819 

515,156 
183,979 
373,868 
183,336 
293,478 
566,323 

Average grant per capita on school population, excluding Oklahoma, 48.2. 
Per capit.a grant to school children in Oklahoma, 2.2. 

4'9.G 
54.4 
(().8 
n 

247 
17.2 
19.3 
94.1 
31.6 
5.5 

15.2 
7 

~J 
2.2 

Nevada leads the list of States with 247 acres for each person 
Utah.. ................. .................... 6, 001,182 373, 351 16 of school age in the State in 1910. Oklahoma is at the bottom 
Montana ..... ----·---·----·----------·---··--· 5,102,101 376, 053 13.5 of the list with only 2.2 acres to each person of school age in 
New Mexico.................................. 4,309,369 327,301 13.4 the State in 1910. Wyoming follows Nevada with 94.1 acres 
~~i;~d:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :;g~;~ ~grs ~~:~ for every child of school age. Arizona has 71 acres per capita 
C.Olorado...................................... 3,715,555 799,024 4.6 for her children of school age. Montana has 54.4 acres for 
Oregon .. ·..................................... 3,387,520 672,765 5.03 every one of her school chi.'lren. Utah comes next with 49.G 
~lh~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: g;~;~~i ~~;~~ 2~:~ acres to each school child. New Uexico has a per capita acre 
Kansas....................................... 2,876,124 1,690,949 1. 7 age for e\ery one of her school children of 40.8 acres. Idaho 
South Dakota .......•....•............. -.. -. . . 2, 813, 511 583, 888 4. 8 has for each school child in the State 31.6 acres. For every 
~~~[~"~icota·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~;~i;~ 1'~~;~!~ ~~ school child Oregon has 19.3 acres; Colorado, 17.2 acres; South 
w ashington ........ .......................... 2, 448, 675 1, 141, 990 2. 1 Dakota, 15.2 acres; North Dakota, 13.8 acres; Washington, 8.3 
Oklahoma ••.......................•••.. ······, __ 1_,_'J:i_6_, 204 __ ,_1_,_65_7_, 1_ss_, ____ • 1_1 acres; Nebraska, 7 acres; and Kansas, 5.5 acres. 

Totalnumberofacres................... 51,572,565 ..•......... ......•... The average grant per capita to the 15 States in this list, ex 
eluding Oklahoma, based upon the school population, is 48.2 
The average per capita grant to these 15 States, based upon the 
school population in 1910, was 24 times-.the per capita grant to 
Oklahoma. 

Average acres for each State, 3,438,171. 
Acres granted to Oklahoma, 1,276,204. 

Utah received 6,007,128 acres; Montana received 5,102,107 
acres. Arizona and New l\Iexico each received over 4,000,000 
acres. Colorado, Idaho, Nevada, Oregon, and Wyoming each 
received over 3,000,000 acres; Kansas received 2,876,124 acres; 
South Dakota, 2,813,511 acres; Nebraska. 2,637,155; North Da
kota, 2,531,100; and Washington, 2,488,675 acres. Oklahoma 
received 1,276,520 acres. , 

Utah received the largest acreage for public-school purposes, 
Oklahoma the smallest. In acreage- Utah's grant was more 
than four times that of Oklahoma. The average acreage granted 
to these States was 3,438,171 acres, three times the acreage re
ceiYed by Oklahoma. 

PER CAPITA GR.AXT. 

The number of acres per capita granted to the people of 
Oklahoma for common-school purposes is only one-sixteenth the 
per capita grant to the people of the other States for the same 
purpose. 

The per capita grunt for common-school purposes to the T'U· 
rion States is as follows: 

Nevada, 48.6 acres; Arizona, 28.8 acres; Wyoming, 23.6 acres; 
Utah, 16 acres; Montana, 13.5 acres; New Mexico, 13.4 acres; 
Idaho, 9.4 acres; Oregon, 5.03 acres; South Dakota, 4.8 acres; 
Colorado, 4.6 acres; North Dakota, 4.3 acres; Nebraska, 2 . .2 
acres; Washington, 2.1 acres; Kansas, 1. 7 acres; and Oklahoma, 
only 0.7 of an acre. 

Nernda received the largest per capita grant, 48.6 acres. 
Oklahoma received the smallest per capita grant, seven-tenths 
of an acre. The per capita grant to Nevada was 70 times the 
per capita grant to Oklahoma. The average per capita grant 
to the •arious States was 11.2 acres. The average per capita 

( 

$5,000,000 LESS THA..."'i' O~iE-THIRD VALUE OF LA..."'i'DS. 

The $5,000,()()() in cash granted the State of Oklahoma in lieu 
of sections 16 and 36 in the Indian Territory was not more than 
one-third the value of the e lands. 

What were these lands worth? What gives value to land? 
Soil, climate, season, transportation facilities, markets, society 
schools, and churches. 

These lands were located in an excellent climate. The soi 
was rich, fertile, and productive. The seasons were favorable 
the normal rainfall was ample. 

These lands were not in an unpopulated country remote from 
society, civilization, commerce, trade, and business. SL~ hun 
dred and eighteen thousand one hundred and fifteen people were 
already in the Territory. Twelve of the States in 1910 had a 
less number of inhabitants. The two Territories in 1007 had a 
population of nearly 1,500,000 people. 

Railroads were already bu~t, markets were accessible, the 
cost of transportation reasonable. Flourishing towns and vil 
lages dotted the land. There were many thriving cfties with 
populations ranging from one to fifteen thousand. 

School privileges were yery inadequate in the country, but the 
towns and cities had established creditable public schools; 
other institutions of learning had been founded; churches had 
been built; chariitable and fraternal orders had been organized; 
and already the people had laid well the foundation for the 
highest type of society and civilization. 

Great material progress had been made. Agriculture, mining 
manufacturing, trade, transportation, and commerce were flour 
ishing. 
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The Territory was stirroundect" by g:reat, popuJ.ons, wealthy 

States that had attained a high degree of development. On the 
outh was Texa , on the east Arkansas, on the north Kansrus, 

and on the west the best developed part of Okluhoma Terrltory, 
when lands were seJling on the market at from $20 to $50 per 
acre. 

The Territory was rich in minerals. No here wa.s there a 
better prospect for industrial development, for gt'Qwth in its 
towns and cities, for increase in population, and wealtll, and 
for rapid rise in the value of land .. 

Who will say that these fertlle lands thus ·sitoo.ted and sur
rounded-located in the very heart of eivilizatlcm, with marJ~ets, 
transportation, 1ndustey, population, schools, and chll1·ches
were worth only $4.62 per acre? 

The assessor of Oklahoma in 1909 placed a value on these 
lands. They a essed Oklahoma lands for taxtttio in 1909 at 
$12.38 per ae:re. This meant that in their judgment these fands 
were worth from $18 to $25 per a.er.e. 

The United States thr<>ugh its Census Bureau vallued the lands 
in Oklahoma at $22.49 per acre, 

In 1889 and 1890 Congress placed an estimate 'llPoU the 
school laod ln a namb€r of the Western States. The enabling 
acts admitting Nol'th Dalrnta., South Dakota, Montana, and 
Wns'h1ngton, in 188V, and Idaho and Wyoming, in 1890, granted 
these States sections 16 and .36. In this act Congress placed a 
limitation on the "l'!lnt, pJ.·ohibiting th€-se States from selling 
any -0f these land , e'·eu the poorest section, at les.s than $10 
per aere. This wrus equivalent to saying to the people ot these 
Sta tcs, " T~ orest of these lands are worth to y.ou $10 per 
acre, and Congre fo:r the proteetion of the taxpayeJ.·s and 
school .clllldren of tlle State, prohibits you from selling .any ot 
y.ou1· lands at le s than their value, and $10 per acre sb.:ill be 
the minimum price at which .any of ·these J.nnds shall be .so10..•• · 

But, lo, and behold I When Congress a few years later came 
to compensate Oklahoma for school Jlluds wMch tbe Natwn 
bud appropi·iated for another pm."pose-.-a nati-0nal pu:pose
Congress snid to the people •Jf Oklahoma, "Youi· Iands nre 
worth only $4.62 per acre!' 

If it were unwise for the people of N.orth Dakota, Soutb 
DakDtu, Montana, Washington, Idaho, .and Wyoming to sell 
their school lands for less than $10 pel" acre as tb.e minimum 
price, certainly the people of Oklahoni::J: ooght n-0t to accept 
$4.62 per acre for her school lands without a protest and with
out an appeal to the _ ,.atianal Congress for justice in a matter 
tlillt vitally affects ber people. 

l\Ir. MO .. IDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlero3n :rt.eld? 
1'he CHAIIlUAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr, MORGA of Oklahoma.. I will yield w the gentleman 

for a qnP tion. 
Mr, MO ... IDELL. The gentleman does not think, as :i ma.tter 

of fa.ct? that the school lands in the States be l'€fers t-0 are 
actllally worth nnything Uke $10 an acre, doos he? 

:Ur. MORGAN .ot Oklahoma.. Well, I am only stating what 
the judgment of Congress wa.s as tQ th-e value -0f those lands. 

.fr. HELGESEN. Let me tell ~ gentleman that in North 
Dakota they .are worth •rnstly more than $10 an aere, and they 
have sold for more. 

Mr. MORG - -r .of Oklahoma. I am glad to h:.ure the testimon:y 
of the gentleman from North Dakota as to the '\alue of Bchool 
lands in that State. 

Mr. BURKE ot Sonth Dakota. But the gentlemrui from Okla
homa [Mr. MoRGAN] is talking about the va1ue at tlle time ot 
the grant. wm the gentleman yjeld? 

l\Ir. MORGAN -0f Oklah-0ma. Yes; I will yield. 
.Mr. BURKE of South Dak-0ta. The gentleman says that the 

United States Census Bureau estimated the alue of lauds ill 
Oklahoma at the time Oklahoma ieame intQ the UJJ.ion at SQme-
thing 01er $22 rui acre. 

l\Ir. MORGAN of Oklahoma. No; I sald in 1910. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Well, in 1910. Oan the gen

tleman state what was the {)Jue of the land in oome ()f the <Other 
States that be has mentioned at the time they :ere admitted; · 
for in.stance, Nevada, Wyo.ming. and Montan.a'? 

!\Ir. MORGAN of Oklahoma, I did not look this op. I do not 
suppose the land _in those States .on the a:verage is worth :is 
mu.eh as land in some 0th.er States, 

l\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. Do you not think that at the 
time t.lli?y ere admitted $4.60 au a.ere •ould ·ha"e been a pretty 
good pr.ire? 

~Ir. MORGAN of Oklahoma. I am candid in answering this 
question in the negative, These Oklahoma. lands at that time 
could hB. •e been -sold wholesale to .a syndlca te or .corporation tor 
$15 an acre. Why, Mr. Chairman, not <>nl;v w.as tbe surt:iee Qf 
these lands worth that, but it was known that these lands were 

rich in mineral. It wa.s known that the new State would de
V€lop rapidly. 

PER C.E!\T ON l'ROCEEDS O:F SALE OF PUBLIC J:.ANDS. 

The second bill whi-eh I .have introrlueed and t.o which I desire 
to call the attention of the House is H. R. 28669. This bill 
carries an .appropriation Qf .$500,000, -0r so much a may be 
nece: sary. This bill authorizes the payment to the State o.f 
Oklahoma of an amount of money equal to 5 per -cent of the 
proceeds of the sale lJf public J..aruIB lying within what was 
formerly Oklahoma Territory on sale made between April 22, 
1889, the dat.e the first lands were opened to entl'y, and Novem~ 
ber 16, 1907, the date Oklahoma became a State in the Union. 

The object of this bill is to equalize the amount received by 
the State of Oklahoma from a percentage on the proceeds of the 
sale of public lands with an .amount received by 2 of the States 
ot the Union UOOel' a similar provision. 

()ELARQUA'S GltANT I~.SlGNIFICANT. 

The amount received by Oklahmna :from the grunt of 5 per 
cent .on the net pr<teeeds <>f the sales of public lands lying 
within the State is <mly o.ue-eighth the u:\"et·age amount reeeh"ed 
by 28 other States under -a similar grant. 

1 have prepared ;a table sh-0wing the State.~ which have 1.·e
eeirnd this g1·an~ the :amount receh·-ed by eueh State tor the 
fiscal ear WJ.Z and the total amount received by each .State 
up to that time. 

The table is as follows: 
~m::>unts aeerued and pa{.(J, to States for pu:rpos.e.s of edooatwn, or of 

1uakino p1.(!1lic 1·oa..ds imcl iniproi;em.cnts, on. ac.cmmt of grout$ of !!, 3; 
a1ld 5 ver -cent of nd proceeds of saleB of public lancl$ IyfnD withi~ 
said States. 

Total to 1 une Fiscal yror 
.ao, 1911. 1912. State. 

Al~ •.•• .,,..•••••••••••••••u••••. tl,077,305.32 $599.4() 
An.t:ona .•...•••••••• n,_.............. ............. .... 1,-652.9.9 

~!ilia:~-.:·.::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1, ~:g~U! l~:~~~: ~ 
Colorado •• n.,.~ ... ·,··-·-··o•u···· 445,393.()6 15,355.24 
Florida, •• u··•··-···················· 1~,159.71} 4,176..27 
1-daho ............. ,..................... 231,342.61 1-0,54l.35 
Illinois................................... il,it87;008.89 ............ . 
In.41aua ..... ···· ·~·. •• •• • ••••• ••• ••• ... 1,-040, 255. 26 .... ....... .. 

r::~~ii~:::::::~:::::::::::::::::::: l.~J!Hl .... 2:~~jf 
~ta:.-;:::::::::::::~:::::::::: ~;~J~ 2,~~ 
)Ussiss.ip_pi,. •..• u•••n•••••,.••n••••• 1.009,843.-91 82.71 
Mi.ssour • • ••u ·-u••· ... .• •••• .. . .. 1,0a9, 7-60. 7-4 -669.87 
Montana....................... ........ :366,,641.00 ;37,598.:88 
Nebmska •• ···- .. --- ••• ,.,.. ••••••••. !551, ~- i3 ~.006 • .32 
NevAda ....•..•• -•·u•··,..,-········- 29,518.81 2,005.77 
Ne M-eirico ..... u,..,.. ....... .,....... llD,453.47 :LQ,~87.3l 
North Dakota........................ 605, 262. 75 23, 164. 36 , 
-Ohio •.• · ~ ............. _··-··-··-·..... m, asa. i 
Oklahoma........................... .55, 986. 06 
Oregon............................... 701, 687. 81 
South Dakota........................ 263, 4.8.5. 30 
Utab.. ••••••••••••••••.••• H••········· 7:5,860.78 
W:asbingto.n ••••• ···~-- ., ... ·--.... •• .390, 903 . .57 
w isoo.ns!n, •••••••••• , ............. - . .586, 304. 10 
Wyoming............................ 18.9,517.57 

A::grega re to 
June 30, 1012, 

illelusin. 

$1, ()77, 904..12 
l,.652. 99 

324191Lil0 
1,0S.0,053.26 

46.0, 148. 3a 
137,335.06 
241,833.36 

1, 187,.908.:89 
il,,040, 255. 20 

633,638.1.() 
1, il25' 469.4.l 

468, 'l.8'1. 89 
581. 06.8. 52 
588, 283. <J8 

1,009, 926.§2 
l,000,430.~1-

4-04, 245. es 
.559, °394. 45 
'32, !124.l)(i 

121,040. 78 
529,027.U 
999,.353.()1 
59,U7. 

117,.fil-6.ll 
308, 008. 20 
81,£94. 78 
396~3.5 
58~408.58 
211!,387.54 

1~~~~~-1------~~1-~----~ 

Total.·--·-------............... l5, 854,, i:in. 68 238, 889. 77 16, 003 467.43 

SeYen of these States. viz, .Alabama. California, Illinois, In
diana, Kansas., Mississippi,, .and Mis,c;ouri, hav.e euch .received 
from this fund in excess of 1,000,000. Ohio has reeeited 
$999,.%1.01. O:n~gon has received 7W,-01.6.11. Wi.SC-Onfiln, N.orth 
Dakota. Nebraska. 1\Hnnesota, an..d Lo a have received in ex.regs 
of $500,000. .Montana and Louisiana have each received 
$400,0.00~ Washingro~ S-outh Dakota, a.n.d Arkansas ha.ye ea.eh 
l'eceiYed over $300,000. 

In .compnrison with these l:uge im1ounts received by tbe 
v.ari.ous States, ranging from 00,000- to o ·er l _,-000.000, Okla
homa has rooei¥£d the insignificant sum of '$59.,117.89. T.bis 
sum can neTer be materially increased, because the public lands 
in Oklahoma. have been exllilusted, :firull proofs hn.ve ooen m;uie, 
an.d patents i£sue.d ,on practically all of our public la.ndB. On the 
lands not yet patented there --:.u be ver f£W sales; tbe m 
of .o.ur settler. ill a-cquiw title under the thr.ee an.d .five y.ea.t· 
law: under this grant, as construed by the department_, Okla
hOOla will nere1· recetrn to exceed W,.000~ 

Each of the 28 States bave recei•ed under this gr.ant un 
aTera.ge -0f $572.655. In i·ouwi numbers. .each of the States have 
receiYed 10 times the amount receh-ed by -Oklahoma. a:uuy of 
the St.ates in the list will 11:e.ceke under this irr:mt l:;u"ge sums .in 
th.e future, becaw;;e large tr;ids ()f public lnnds .in the .State .are 
still unentered. 

The per capita grant received by the 14 publ.i(!-land States. 
that ha-re been admitted since 1848, excluding Arizona, which 
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·has just been admitted, based upon the population of 1910, is 
as follows: Wyoming, $1.44; Oregon, $1.06; l\Iontann, $1.06; 
North Dakota, 91 cents; Idaho, 74 cents; Kansas, G6 cents; 
South Dakota, 58 cents; Colorado, 57 cents; Nebraska, 47 cents; 
Neyada, 39 cents; New l\IexicC', 36 cents; Washington, 33 cents; 
utah, 22 cents; a.nd Oklahoma, 3 cents. 

The largest amount per capita is $1.44, receirnd by the people 
of \Vyoming. The smallest amotmt per capita was 3 cents, re
cei\ed by the people of Oklahoma. 

The average amount received per capita by .these 14 States, 
excluding Oklahoma, is G2 cents. In other words, the average 
amount per capita received by the people of these 13 States is 
20 times the amount per capita received by the people of Okla
homa. 

Taking these same 13 public-land States, which have been ad
mitted since 1848, excluding Arizona, the amount received per 
capita, based upon the number of persons of school age accord
ing to the census of 1910, is as follows: Wyoming, $5.96; Mon
tana, $4.31; Oregon, $4.08; North Dakota, $2.87; Ida.ho, $2.49; 
Kansas, 2.18; Colorado, $2.16; Nevada, $1.99; Nebraska, $1.41; 
Wa hington, $1.35; New Mexico, $1.14; South Dakota, $1.13; 
Utah, 67 cents; and Oklahoma, 10 cents. 

The largest amount receiYed by any State from the percentage 
on the proceeds of the sale of public lands was Wyoming, $5.96. 
The smallest amount was received by Oklahoma, 10 cents per 
capita. The ayerage per capita received by these 13 States was 
$2.44. 

In other words the average amount received by these States· 
per capita is 24 times the amount received per capita by the 
people of Oklahoma from this grant. 

The discrimination against Oklahoma in this grant is also 
seen in the amount received from each State for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1912'. For that year South Dakota received 
$44,582.90, l\fontana received $37,598.88, Wyoming received $23,· 
870.07, North Dakota recevied $23,564.36, California received 
$17,354.82, Colorado received $15,355.24, and Oregon received 
$15,328.30, but Oklahoma received from this fund during that 
rear only $3,161.83. 

The amount received by the State of Oklahoma compared with 
the total amount received, or the per capita amount, according 
to the population of 1910, or based upon the school population 
of the various States, is so insignificantly small as to make the 
grant to Oklahoma practically no grant at all. 

What is the explanation of this? In the first place, Congress 
conveyed practically one-half of all the public lands in Okla
homa to the various Indian tribes of the Indian Territory. In 
theory the National Government received a consideration for 
these lands, but under the grant Oklahoma, of course, receives 
no percentage thereon. Secondly, before statehood the public 
lands lying within the State had been largely already patented. 
Thirdly, as a rule the settlers of Oklahoma did not purchase 
their land under the commutation act, but acquired title after 
a five years' residence. . 

The department has construed the. provision in the Oklahoma 
enabling act providing for this grant to apply only to lands sold 
subsequent to statehood. The bill which I have introduced 

'. (H. R. 28669) grants to the State a sum equal to 5 per cent of 
the net proceeds on all sales from public lands from April 22, 
1889, to November 16, 1907, the day Oklahoma beca,me a State. 
In effect my bill grants to the State a sum equal to 5 per cent 
on the sale of public lands lying within the State sold either 
before or subsequent to statehood. 

In all the 29 States receiving this grant the provision in the 
enabling act states specifically either that the per cent shall 
apply only to lands sold subsequent to statehood or a definite 
date is fixed on or about statehood from which the State should 
receive a percentage on the proceeds of all sales. The Nebraska 
enabling act is an exception, in this, that it grants the per cent 
9f sales of public land both "prior and subsequent" to state
hood. New Mexico was also granted this percentage on sales 
made while a Territory. 

The Oklahoma enabling act is an exception to all the others. 
The language is indefinite and uncertain. It provides that there 
shall be paid to the State " an amount equal to 5 per cent of 
the proceeds of the sale of public lands lying within the State." 
The department has construed this language to limit the grant 
to sales of public lands made subsequent to statehood. The 
department, I think, is wrong in this construction. The grant 
was philanthropic in its nature, and should be construed lib
erally in favor of Oklahoma. 

It may be suggested that Oklahoma is too late; that the 
people have slept on their rights. Not so. Congress itself has 
made a precedent for correcting a mistake or injustice relating 
to such a grant. 

California was admitted into the Union by an act approved 
September 9, 1850. The act made no grant to the State of any 
percentage on the proceeds of the sale of its public lands. 
Fifty-six years passed away. Finally, by an act approved June 
27, 1906 (34 Stat. L., 518), Congress granted to California 5 
per cent of the net proceeds of the sales of public lands from 
date of statehood. Under this act California has received 
already $1,080,053.26, and from the sales of land in 1912 re-
cei\ed $17 ,354.82. · 

Congress has been just and generous to California. I ha-re 
faith that Congress will treat Oklahoma with the same degree 
of justice and generosity, and make an appropriation which will, 
in a measure at least, equalize the amount received by Okla
homa under this grant with the money that has been received 
by 28 States of this Union under a similar grant. 

Mr. HELGESEN. How far back did it go in California? 
l\Ir. MORGAN of Oklahoma. It went back to the time that 

it was admitted into the Union as a State. 
Mr. HELGESEN. Fh-e per cent on the lands from the be

ginning? 
Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Went back to the sale of lands 

from the beginning-from the admission of the State in 1850. 
l\lr. MURDOCK. 1\fr. Chairman, the California proposition 

is very interesting. Will the gentleman explain to the House 
whether the C;ilifornia payment went through Congress as a 
separate measure, or was it on some appropriation bill? 

Mr. MORGA.1~ of Oklahoma. That California bill went 
through as a separate measure, considered by itself, which 
showed it had the due consideration of the House. 

l\Ir. MILLER. Can the gentleman state to the House what 
Oklahoma has done with its school lands in what was old Okla
homa Territory? I understand there is something about a 
million--

1\Ir. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Most of those lands ha-ve not 
been sold, but they are under lease. 

Mr. MILLER. And still remain intact? 
l\Ir. MORGAN of Oklahoma. They still remain intact. The 

common-school lands have not been sold. 
Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. A portion of them ha-ve been 

sold and a portion have not been sold. 
Mr. MILLER. Have arrangements been made to put them 

into a permanent fµnd? 
Mr. l\IcG UIRE of Oklahoma. Yes, sir. 

COlliPEXSATIOX FOR NO!'iT.A.XABLE LANDS. 

Mr. l\IORGAN of Oklahoma. The third bill which I have in
troduced, to which I wish to call the attention of the House at 
this time, is H. R. 28670. 

The bill is entitled "A bill to pay the State of Oklahoma 
$20,000,000 in lieu of taxes on lands and other property within 
the State, sold .and disposed of by the United States under terms 
and conditions prohibiting the State from taxing the same." · 

The National Go\ernment, through treaty stipulations, has 
placed a large portion of the lands in Oklahoma in a position 
of being exempt from taxation. I have reached the conclusion 
that the State is entitled to compensation for loss of revenue 
occasioned thereby, and that no adequate compensation has 
been made. The object of this bill is to require the National 
Government to make such appropriation as will at least in a 
fair measure compensate the State and its various civil sub
divisions for loss of taxes upon nontaxable Indian lands. The 
bill appropriates $20,000,000, payable in 16 annual installments, 
to be distributed to the State, counties, and school districts, as 
their interests may appear, based upon loss of revenue. 

OKLA.HOM.A. BEARS NATIONAL BURDE~. 

The United States in asking Oklahoma to provide nontaxable 
homes for more than one-third of the Indians of the United 
States is placing upon the 1,700,000 people of the State of 
Oklahoma a duty, an obligation, a responsibility, a burden, that 
belongs to all the 93,000,000 people of the United States. 

Under the Constitution of the United States the Federal Gov
ernment has no right, power, or authority, without the consent 
of the State and except upon such terms and conditions as shall 
be prescribed by the State, and ex~ept upon the payment to the 
State of such consideration as may be agreed to by the State, 
to exempt from taxation, for any period of time, any lands 
which ha\e been sold or disposed of by the National Govern
ment. . 

Cooley, ln his work on " Taxation" (third edition, p. 136), 
discussing the exemption of public lands from State taxation, 
says: 

The disability remains effective until the United States shall. have 
made sale or other disposition of the land , but if then term1na~es, 
notwithstanding the tjtJe may not have passed by the actual execution 
and delivery of a patent. 
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In the _Ohio enabling act Congress made three grants to the 

State-section 16 for schools, certain salt springs with con
tiguous land, and a per· cent on net sales of public lands. Fol
lowing these grants was this pro>iso: · 

Pro'l:ided altl'<lJJS, That three fore~oing propositions herein offered are 
on the conditions that the convention of the said State shall provide, 
by an ordinance irrevocable without the consent of the United States, 
that every and each tract of land sold by Congress from and after the 
30th day of June next hall be, and remain, exempt from any tax laid 
by order 01· under authority of the State, whether for State, county, 
township, or any other purpo e whatever, for the term of five years 
from and after the day of sale. 

The Indiana enabling act, passed in 1816, made certain grants 
to the State on the express condition that the State would not 
tax lands which the United. States had sold for a period of 
fi...-e years after elate of sale. Four grants were made to Illinois 
on the express condition that the State would exempt from 
taxation lands sold by the United States for a period of five 
years, and exempt certain bounty lands granted to soldiers 
-n·hile the same should be held by the patentees or their heirs. 

The enabling acts admitting Iowa, Alabama, Arkansas, and 
othel' States contain similar pro...-isions. 

Indeed, this pro...-iso requiring the States to exempt from taxa
tion, for a definite period of time, certain lands which the 
United States had sold or disposed of was inserted in all the 
enauling acts of those States in which there were lands which 
the United States desired should be exempt from taxation after 
statehood. 

The grant to the States of G per cent on the sales of public 
lancl · apparently was illtended as a special consideration to the 
States and the civil subdi>isions thereof for loss of revenue on 
lands which had been disposed of by the United States anu 
which the National Gornrmnent desired should be exempt from 
taxation. In admitting Oklahoma Congress apparently gave no 
con ·ideration to the question of compensating the State for ex
empting from taxation lands which the Government had con
Yeyecl to the Indians. Certainly there is nothing in the enabling 
act specificaUy referring thereto. There is nothing in the en
abling act-no grant, gratuity, gift, or donation to the State
that may fairly be construed as a consideration to the people of 
the State for loss of revenue from lands no longer the property 
of the United States, but which had been made exempt from 
taxation by stipulations in treaties made by the Federal GoY-
ernment with the Indians. · 

In other words, the Federal Go>ernment has never claimed 
the right to exempt from State taxation property which it had 
dispo ed of. 

The Federal Go...-ernment has always conceded the right of 
the State to demand a consideration for exempting from taxa
tion any lands or other property sold or disposed of by the 
Lnited States. 

The State therefore has tlle right to demand a full considera
tion for exempting from taxation property which has been 
made nontaxable by law, treaty, or other act of the United 
States. -

I frankly admit the the people of Oklahoma in their consti
tution ha>e by express terms exempted from taxation "such 
property as may be exempt by reasons of treaty stipulations 
exi ting between the Indians and the United States Go-vernment 
or by Federal laws during the force and effect of such treaties 
or Federal laws." 

This pro-vision if:! mere surplusage. Without such a provision 
in the State constitution the State of Oklahoma could not have 
taxed the lands which were exempt from taxation by reason of 
treaties made between the Indians and the United States. The 
people of Oklahoma might any day repeal this provision in their 
constitution. Still the State could not tax these Indian lands. · 
The Supreme Court of the United States has decided that these 
lands were exempt from taxation and alienation by virtue of 
treaty stipulations, and that Congress itself was powerless by 
any statute to subject the property to taxation. 

There is no specific provision in the enabling act requiring 
the people of Oklahoma to wairn the right to tax lands belong
ing tct the Indians. There is not a word in the enabling act 
expressing any special consideration to the people of Oklahoma 
for wairnr of power to tax Indian property. The enabling act 
contains nothing 'vhich may be regarded as a consideration or 
com11ensation to the State for loss of reyenue from nontaxable 
Indian property. 

The State of Oklahoma received only such grants and gratui
ties as had been gi...-en to an the public-land States. Indeed, 
I have shown that, on the whole, the grants to Oklahoma, all 
things considered, haye not been commensurate with grants 
to other States. 

Yet Oklahoma is the only State where Indian property exempt 
from tflxation is a matter which to any great degree seriously 
embarrasses the State and local governments. 

It is clear, therefore, that the people of Oklahoma ha-ve re
ceived no consideration for exempting Indian property from 
taxation, and that the llnited States has not compensated the 
people of Oklahoma for loss in revenue by reason of such ex
empt property. 

l\Ir. CARTER. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. MORGAN of Oklahoma. l\Ir. Chairm.an, how much time 

have I remaining? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 14 minutes. 
1\fr . .MORGAN of Oklahoma. I yield to the, gentleman from 

Oklahoma. . -
1\fr. CARTER. l\Ir. Chairman, I want to make the suggestion 

that at the time Oklahoma was admitted into the Union the 
Curtis Act of April 26, 1906, which provided that all lands from 
which restrictions were removed should become taxable, had 
been passed 18 months. Since that time we have had the deci
sion in the case of Choate >ersus Trapp and others, which takes 
us back to the old agreement of 1902 and provides that some • 
of the land · shall not be taxable until they are transferred 
and others nontaxable in perpetuity. So at the time we voted 
on our constitution the validitv of the Curtis Act had not been 
questioned, and we >ery naturally expected we would have 
sufficient taxable values for the necessary goyernmental 
expenses. 

1\Ir. MORG..'.\N of Oklahoma. Yes. 
1\lr_ BURKE of South Dakota. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gen

tleman yield? 
Mr. 1\IORG.AN of Oklahoma. Yes. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman state how 

much the taxes are that are le...-ied now in the State of Okla
homa-what they aggregate? 

1\lr. l\IORGAN of Oklahoma. The total amount? 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Yes. 
Mr. l\IOilGAX of Oklahoma. Well, it is sufficient. 
Mr. B RKE of South Dakota'. Are they as much as fifteen 

or sixteen millions of dollars? _ 
Mr. MORGA....~ of Oklahoma. I could not say exactly now; 

but I am not referring simply to State taxes-to expense of 
running the State-I am referring to State, county, township, 
and school districts ; to losses sustained by all these governments. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. This is one fourth of the 
land, and if that would produce $4,0*0,000 in taxation they 
must ha>e a large . tax down there and a large amount of 
revenue. • . 

~fr. 1\IORG.A..i~ of Oklahoma. I am simply giving you a fair 
estimate of the >alue of property that is exempt from taxation. 
Certainly one-third of all our lands are exempt from taxation. 
One-fourth of all our property is exempt from taxation. I ha>e 
not the information as to the total amount expended annually 
b! a~l our go>ernments-State, county, township, and school 
d1str1ct-but the State tax is not large compared with the total 
amount of taxes. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. l\IORGAN of Oklahoma. For a question. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma be

lie>e that in good conscience the Go>crnment of the United 
States or the State of Oklahoma should tax Indian lands in the 
State of Oklahoma? -

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. l\Ir. Chairman, I do not. I be
lieve it is the duty of the National Government, it is the duty 
of the people of this great l\ation, to provide that the unedn
cated, the incompetent, the uncivilized Indian shall have his 
land and his home free from taxation as long as that condition 
exists; but, Mr. Chairman, whose duty is it to provide these 
untaxable homes for the wards of the Nation? Where does the 
obligation lie; who is responsible for the care and protection 
the education and enlightenment of these wards of the Nation·! 
Not Kansas, not New York, not Oklahoma, not any other 
State. That is a duty, a responsibility, an obligation a burden 
which rests upon the United States of Amei-ica~upon the 
93,000,000 people of the United States and not upon the 1,600,000 
people of Oklahoma, or upon the people of any other State. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. May I ask, Did not these 1,600,000 people 
go into the State of Oklahoma knowing that they were en
croaching upon the last home of the American Indian? 

Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma. Ah, Mr. Chairman, the people 
of Oklahoma went into that State just like we come to Congress, 
just like men go to other States. They went there at the invi
tation of the United States, and the United States had the 
power and authority to ha>e kept every white man out of that 
country. We are there to-day as citizens of the United States 
and as citizens of the State of Oklahoma. We have our own 
problems to solve, our own burdens to bear. We cheerfully 
bear our full share of national i·esponsibilities. But we shall 
not without protest and without appeal for relief bear alone a 
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time. In other wor.ds, we have ·a condition confronting us ; but June 30., 19n. ' 
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the -Other Northwestern States which ha\e large ·amounts •of 4, 2!12, oo . or> 
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A:UOU:-<T OF PROPERTY E:S:E:UPT rino:u TAXATION. 

Few people realize the enormous \alue .of lndian pi·o.pert-y in 
Oklahoma which is .exempt from taxation.., and it is .al.most im
possibJe to comprehend the immense loss in revenue thereby 
occasioned to the State, county, town,ship, and school district 
goYernments. 

I present a table showing Indian population. The table is as 
follows: 
Table slzoic;ing I-11dian populatio1i -of the Unite<l States, e:rclusiv.e of 

.A"Zaska, June 30, 1911. 
Grand totaL------------------------------------------- 322, "'715 
Five Civilized Tribes, including freemen and intermarried 

w:~;esbi0o<I-.:::=.:::.:::.:::==.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::.:::==.:::.::::::::..:::.:.:::.:::.:::::::.:::.::::""75;36o 101,287 
By intermarriage___________________________ 2, 582 
Freedmen-------------------------------- 23,345 Exclusive of Five Civilized Tribes _______________________ 221,. 1128 

BY STATES :L"'\.D TEilllITORIES. 

.Alabama ---------------------------------------------
Al:izona -------------------------------------
Arkansas-----------------------------~----------

gg~~rO:aia_==========================::.:::=============--== Connecticut---------------------------------------Delaware --------------------------------------
District of Columbia-------------------------------------

g~~l~~a. -_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_---~-=--===================== 
Idaho-------------------------------------------: 
Illinois -----------------------------------------------
Indiana ----------------------------------------~---Iowa ---------------------------------------------
~E1f~~la---===-======-===-===-=-=-=-==-===================:: -
~~~~and"".:::.:::========:.:::.:::.::::~:.:._:-_-:::-:_-_-:_-:::.:::.:::::::.::::.:::.:::::::::::: 
l\Cas achusetts ----------------------------------------

~~~~fJ~.:::_.::::_.:::_.:::_.:::_.:::_.:::_.:::_.:::_.:::_.:::_:_.:::_.:::_.:::_.:::~.:::_~~~~--=-=-=-=:~================ 

909 
39,:2'10 

460 
16, 371 

841 
152 

5 
68 

446 
-95 

3,791 
188 
.2.7'.9 
869 

.1,309 
234 
"780 
•892 

55 
•688 

7,519 
10,711 
l, 253 

16, 916, GOO. '69 
1 5,271.20 
629,161.42 

22, 746, 580 . .4!) 
36, ·645, 09 ' 06 

30, 172.22 
41,015,702.05 

3, "()55, .215. 4 
52, ,086, 2G . 3.7 
.26, 930,.nrn. 31 

2,212,148. 68 

Grand total----------------~------·---- 678, 564, 253. 08 
In what :was formerly the Indian Territory the allotted and 

unallottet!I. Indian lands .comprise 19,134,214 acres. About tbree
fourths of this 'Vast area is untaxable for a long period <Yf year . 
In what was formerly Oklahoma Territory there are 3,002,259 
acres of untaxable Indian lands. In the entire tate about 
18,000,000 acres of Indian lands a.re not taxable. At $15 per 
acre these 1ands are worth ·$270,000,000. This vast e tat~ • 
made untaxable ;by laws ·and treaties of the United State., •is 
egual rto about one-fourth of all the taxable property of the 
State of -Oklahoma. 

'The Hureau of 1nclian Affairs has made an estimate of the 
value of all the '.Indian property in the 'United States. Accord
ing to this estimate the Indian property -in the Unit.ed States 
amounts to $678,564,253. The Indian Bureau values the Indian 
property in the State of Oklahoma at 267,603,llL Two-fifths 
of all the Indian property of the United States <is in Oklahoma. 
All the Indian property in 41 States of the Union doe not equal 
-the ~mount of Indian property in the one State of Oklahoma. 

If this property were taxed for State, ·county, township, and 
s~hool-district purposes at 1t per cent, it would ·bring to the 
State and its various civil subdivisions annually over $4,000,000. 
A.t this rate, in the five years which have elapsed since state
hood the people have lo t in re>enue from nontaxable Indian 
property more than -$20,000,000. Congress granted to tbe peo~ 
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ple of the State $5,000,000 cash in lieu of public-school lands in 
the Indian Territory. At 5 per cent annual interest this would 
bring the State an annual reyenue of $250,000. In the mean
time the State and its various civil municipalities loses annually 
$4,000,000 in revenue. They are losing $16 in revenue from 
nontaxable Indian lands for e1ery dollar in interest they re
ceiye from the $5,000,000 cash appropriation. This must go on 
until the lands may be taxed. The loss which the people of 
Oklahoma will sustain by reason of nontaxable Indian lands can 
not, of course, be accurately measured, but the loss will be enor
mous. In my judgment, when a final accounting is had in the 
matter of nontaxable Indian lands the people of the State will 
ha1e lost in revenue above $50,000,000. 

We all agree that the lands of the incompetent, uneducated, 
and uncivilized Indians should be exempted from taxation, but 
some one must pay for this exemption. To relieve one piece of 
property from taxation is equivalent to increasing the tax upon 
all other property. To exempt Indian lands from taxation adds 
additional taxes to all other lands. Revenue lost from ex
empted Indian property must be made up by revenue from other 
property. There is no escape from these conclusions, unless the 
people submit to an inefficient government and inadequate edu
cational facilities. 

This 276,000,000 acres of property in Oklahoma that is exempt 
from taxation belongs to the Indians. The Indians are wards 
of the Federal Government-they are the children of the Na
tion. The care of Indians is a national duty. To provide them 
with nontaxable property is an obligation that rests upon the 
National Government. It is the business of the Nation to pro
vide the Indians with nontaxable property. The cost of pro
viding this nontaxable property is a debt the Nation owes and a 
debt the Nation should pay. The cost of exempting the Indian 
from any of the ordinary duties, obligations, and responsibili
ties of citizenship in the State in which he lives should be paid 
by all the 93,000,000 people of the United States. It is unjust, 
it is unfair, it is inequitable, it is indefensib1e for the people 
of this great Nation to ask the people of one State to bear an 
undue and an extraordinary proportion of a burden that in 
justice belongs to an the people of the Union. · · 

1\lr. LA.MB. Mr. Chairman, I yield fi-re minutes to the gen
tleman from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN]. 

[l\Ir. HAYDEN addressed the committee. Sea Appendix.] 
l\IESSA.GE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STA.TES. 

The co:o:imittee informally rose; and l\Ir. CLARK of Florida 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in 
writing, from the President of the United States was com
municated to the House of Representatives by 1\Ir. Latta, one 
of his secretaries. 

AGRICULTURE A.PPBOPP.IATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 
1\lr. LAMB. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the gen

tleman from Ohio [Mr. ALLEN]. 

[Mr. ALLE~ addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
l\Ir. LA.l\1B. 1\lr. Chairman, I yield firn minutes to another 

gentleman from Ohio [l\Ir. BATHRICK]. 
:Mr. BATHRICK. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the con

sideration of this bill, I think it appropriate to discuss the ques
tion of farm credits and the important relation which that topic 
bears not alone to the interests of the farmers of this country, 
but to the food supply of the whole people. 

Before the next Congress shall have expired there will be 
brought before it not only the matter of education for our 
agrieultnrists, but a consideration of the means of doing things 
which they know how to do. 

The project of bettering the farmer's facilities for borrowing 
money in Europe has almost wholly been carried on by educat
ing the farmer to help himself. The farmers have been taught 
to help themselves there by combinations of scattered, small 
units of the citizens, who organize small banks. A sort of in
vestigation at the present time has been started in several dif
ferent directions-a partial renew of which was contained in 
the President's message upon that subject-for the purpose of 
ascertaining how they borrow money and what rate they pay 
in Europe. I anticipate that the next mo-ve may be an attempt 
to adapt European conditions to American conditions. I war11 
gentlemen of this House that it will be wliolly impracticable. 
The plan must take other forms. 

Attempting to work out this problem, I have introduced a 
bill which proposes to utilize the credit of the United States 
Government, without cost to it, and thereby materially lessen 
the interest burden now carried by the American farmer, and 

make it possible for him to borrow for legitimate needs at lower 
rates. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. BATHRICK. I will. 
l\Ir. NORRIS. I wish the gentleman would give the House 

the number of his bill. I should like to examine it. 
l\Ir. BATHRICK. The number of my bill is H. R. 27G61. 
In most foreign countries farm-credit systems did not become 

an established factor in agriculture until the governments had 
assisted by advancing funds for the purpose of establishing f::irm
credi t organizations. Various associations had been organized 
for many years, but nearly all of them had gone by the way and 
were lost sight of and had done very little good to the agricul
ture of France. 

The profit from farm products received by the farmer can not 
stand 6 or 8 per cent interest on his debts. That is the reason 
why so large a proportion of the farms are mortgaged to-day 
and will remain mortgaged in the future unless something is 
done to change this condition. 

Mr. Herbert Williams, in a statement before the Senate 
Finance Committee in 1910, made it plain that our farm popu
lation sold each year less than $300 per capita of farm products. 
A business of this character will not attract, but rather will 
repel investors, if money cost is too high. No business man will 
borrow money at a rate in excess of the net profit that he is get
ting in his business. If he does, he will stay in debt. 

l\Ir. RUCKER of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BATHRICK. Certainly. 
Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. Does the gentleman remember 

that about 20 years ago tllis same matter was before the Ameri
can people? 

Mr. BATHRICK. Yes; it has been before the American 
people periodically a good many times, but nothing has been 
done. 

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado. I want to say to the gentleman 
that I am in entire sympathy, and hope to furnish him with a 
resolution which I introduced in the farmers' congress on the 
same line about 20 years ago, and I am going to vote for his 
bill when it comes up. 

Mr. BATHRICK. I thank the gentleman; and many others 
will do the same, I think. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield? 
Mr. BATHRICK. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. MADDEX I understood the gentleman to say that a 

man in business would not borrow money at a rate in excess 
of the average net profit of his business. 

Mr. BATHRICK. Not in excess of the profit on goods he 
expected to move by borrowing. 

Mr. l\I.ADDEN. Does the gentleman mean to say that a man 
that does not make any money never borrows money? 

Mr. BATHRICK. Oh, yes; a man sometimes borrows monev 
to get himself out of a hole that he got into by borrowing. • 

Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman know of any way to force 
loans to the farmer? 

Mr. BATHRICK. No. I know none of the loan sharks of 
the West will loan the farmer at a less rate of interest than 8 
per cent, and you can not make them do it except by offering 
a lower rate elsewhere. 

Mr. MADDEN. I am not speaking of the loan sharks of the 
West, but anybody. 

l\fr. BATHRICK. This is not a question of forcing anyone to 
lend; it is a question of relieving the farmers of this excessive 
burden which in the last analysis must be borne by the people 
who consume the food. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. BATHRICK. Yes. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I want to say to the gentleman that I 

know farmers who are loaning money to business men at a rate 
of interest of 6 per cent. 

Mr. BATHRICK. I am glad to hear this, but I am not talk
ing about the farmers who have got out from under and are 
lending money. I am referring to the farmer who is obliged to 
borrow money, and prosperous farmers who know the roacr 
through debt on a farm will have sympathy for this movement. 
Besides, even the farmer w-ho is now out of debt may desire to 
borrow money. No doubt many of them wotrtd do so and in
crease their acreage or otherwiEe better their facilit ies for pro 
ducing crops if the interest rate w-ere lower. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
yield? 

Mr. BATHRICK. I will. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I would like the gentleman 

to tell us the rate of interest paid by the farmers of Ohio on 
money that they borrow secured by mortgage. 
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Mr. BATHRICK. About G per cent; but there ai·e schemers 
who eek to get more than the usual or fa'ir rate e-verywhere. 
Even in this House some of we Poorer Members are obliged to 
borrow money on the security of our salaries, and we pay nearly 
8 per cent for it. I will say, however, tlmt this seems to be no 
fault of the Sergeant at Arms. . 

Mr. KINDRED. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\!r. BATHRICK. Certainly. 
Mr. KIJ\TDRED. Mr. Chairman, the que tion that I desire to 

ask would perhaps be more apropo had it been put at the time 
the gentleman was reciting the details. I would like to add to 
the gentleman's suggestion that the farmer sometimes is asked 
to pay graft to certain directors of the bank, is be not, in order 
to pay a bonus on the loan? 

Mr. BATHRICK. I suppose there are such cases. I do not 
think that is the rule, however. I believe the bankers of this 
cotmtry are on the average yery honest and public-spirited peo
ple, and they are doing their banking business in a. legitimate 
way. But that is not the subject. The subject is to do some
thing to give the farmer better financial connection and lower 
his interest rate. 

1\lr. LAMB. The Farmers• Cooperatfre Bank is the principle 
of the thing, is it not? 

Mr. BATHRICK. Oh, I beg to partially differ with the gen
tleman. I do not in any sense op!]ose any cooperative system 
among the farmers for the purpose of ecuring credit for them
selves. My bill refers particularly to the question of lending 
money upon mortgages and the fa.rm-Iand mortgage interest 
burden of the country. It does not refer specifically to. the small 
loans, although I can see in the future relief in that direction by 
such a measure. If the farmers of this country should choose 
to organize somewhat in the manner of those in Europe, I be
lieve it will be a good thing for them, but the system of lending 
money by cooperative banking societies in Europe does not par
ticularly include the question of taking care of the farm
mortgage indebtedness in the United States. The trouble with 
the European cooperative system-it is too slow. We will 
all be dead before we get any relief. I do not want to wait un
til people die before doing anything to relieve them. 

l'i!r. KINDRED. ~Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. BATHRICK. Yes. 
Mr. KINDRED. l\!r. Chairman, does the gentleman from 

Ohio believe that the loans that are so much needed by the 
farmer, as well as by other classes of people in business, would 
be facilitated if the national banking and currency law was so 
amended as to allow the national banks to make loans on real 
estate? 

l\lr. BATHRICK. I think they would, but I do not know how 
a national bank could sa.fely lend money on real estate. The 
national ba.nk takes deposits that are subject to demand at any 
time, and I do not see how such a bank can safely take over 
any great amount of land mortgages, because they are not 
sufficiently liquid to provide for withdrawals. Besides, this plan 
would not reduce the rate. 

Ur. KINDRED. Mr. Chairman, could not the difficulty to 
which the gentleman refers be overcome by having the mortgage 
which is to secure the loan to the national bank issued in an
other form and underwritten by the bank, as a coupon. hond, 
thereby constituting liquid security, whicll. would be a liquid 
as et of the national bank? 

:Mr. BATHRICK. That is about the way it is done by the 
Credit Foncier, of France. The Credit Fancier issues a.. bon~ 
or, more properly, a debenture. Those debentures have received 
a large sale, but I think mainly because they have a lottery 
feature connected with them that gives a premium to people 
who happen to draw the lucky debenture. You can not ingraft 
on the American system any lottery plan, a.nd unless yoQ do 
that I fear these debentures would be so far below par that 
people would not buy them. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask to continue my statement without inter
ruption. 

I am pleased to note that the Agricultural bill cru.Ties so 
liberal an amotmt of the people's money for the purpose mainly 
of investigation and education looking to improvement in farm 
'production. The farms of this country are really the store
houses of the peQPle's food supply, and food is the last-ditch 
necessity. It has been the history of all nations that in times 
of peace and in the struggles of war the strongest support 
for prosperity and success is the prosperity, of agriculture. I 
sometimes think that the people in the city are not' fulJy alive 
to these facts. The population in this country has ~one on in
creasing year after year until consumption is rapidly outrun
ning production of food. Statistics indicate the falling off 
of the exportation of these products; and', while it may be as 
far distant as two generations l>efore production fulls below con-

sumption arul we a.re obliged to import part of our food, I deem 
it good stat ·manship that we take up this question pertaining 
to the improvement of agriculture and its relation to the ne es
sities of the whole people ancl forestall any possibl1ity of the. 
direful re ults of a hort food supp1y~ We ham been annually 
expending large sums to teach the farmer how to produce more 
and produce better, but \Te must now show him how to get the 
money to do it with. 

Germany took up the question of helping the farmer to pro
cure money with which to produce his Cl'ops at a time when 
famine sta red that country in the face. We will not wait for 
any such exigency, but will confer upon our posterity, at least, 
and possibly upon ourselYes living in this generation, the great 
good of supplying the last link to the chain. of assistance to 
agriculture which we have so long been welding. In other 
words, knowing that fru•ming i a business proposition and that 
business propositions can not be conducted without money, we 
will attempt to bring the farmer, now removed from financial 
faciliti€"', into contact with means of a IDDre ready procurement 
of loans. Minus these facilities the farmers of this country 
have been burdened with an enormous interest rate which has 
been a clog upon their efforts and an obstacle to the development 
of our agricultural resources. 

The average rate of cost for farm loans in this counl:ry, as 
near as it can be ascertained, has been placed by careful investi
gators at about 8! per cent. I use the word "cost" as dis
tinguished from interest inasmuch as fee , bonuses. and other 
expenses have in the newer States to a great degree and in 
the older States to :t smaller degree, but nevertheless surely, 
contributed to the cost of hiring money. It is estimated that 
the total interest burden upon farm debts is annually about 
$510,000,000. At the December price in 1911 the entire wheat 
crop of this country was valued at a little over $543,000,000, 
showing thn.t it requires nearly the entire value of the wheat 
crop to pay our annual farm interest. The addition of this 
cost to the food consumed by all of us, whether we live in the 
city or country; is inevitable. Something can not be taken from 
nothing, and some one must pay. It can. not therefore be con
sidered class legislation if the Federal Government should do 
something to relieve this situation. We huve expended large 
sums and taken long chances for the purpose of development in 
various directions. We have guaranteed railroad bonds, given 
a way vast areas of land to encourage the building of transpor
tation facilities, and done many other things which at first 
appearance seem for the benefit of private enterpri e, but in 
effect reach out to enliven commerce, encourage competition, 
employ labor, and by this means benefit all the people. 

It is a startling fact that :farm interest, in the last generation, 
has consumed the total increase of all :farm-land value . Every 
12 years interest absorbs the value of all our farm bnilclingB. 
Every 9 years it absorbs the value of all our live stock. 
Every 2! years it absorbs the value of all our farm implements 
and macllillery. Of all business enterprises the average profit 
upon agriculture is least compatible with a high rate of. interest, 
and yet agriculture has been obliged to bear the heaviest rate 
of all. 

The population of this country is but a few generations re
moved from foreign ancestry and many European customs and 
systems have therefore been natm·nlly applied to our needs, 
and it is not surprising that in consideration of this subject we 
are liable to inquire into the method em11loyed by European 
countries in coping with this question. Nonofficial and semi
official investigations have been made by societies, ambassadors, 
and individuals into the foreign plan. The information on this 
subject though qlilte extensive, is in many respects incomplete, 
but sufficient to suggest to us methods by which we may partly 
direct our efforts. We can not, however, expect to take Euro
pean plans, formulated and operated uvon the groundwork of 
a national and individual character very different from our 
own, and ndar>t them without change to our needs. How nearly 
we may go astray if we attempt this for this particular pur
pose is illustrated in our parcel-post law. There was no par
ticular reason or warrant why we should limit tl1e weight of 
our parcels to 11 pounds. The pre ent Postmaster General hns 
stated that he could as well operate it on a 60-pound basis. 
We simply took. up the 11 pounds because Europe stipulated 
that weight. 

This is the United States, and the Government belongR 
to all the people, and all the people certainly can do tho e 
things they want done for themselves. That, at least, is the 
theoretical assumption, and if we evolve some better plan than 
that employed. by European countries there is no reason why we 
can not put it into force. There is no reason if the people know 
in which direction to start. In every movement of this kind 
there is always a confusion of ways- and means, and the motive 
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of those who lead is often concealed, but I will trust tlle farm- mortgages ·of the United 'States, and what wou1d be the result?. 
ers of tills country to quickly detect any intention of special It is noted that the interest received from the farmers is not to 
interests to profit by any farm credit plan that may ·be -0tiered. exceed 41 per cent and 'that the -bonds sold are not to bear in· 

Without entering int6 a -concise bi.story 'Of the European •co- terest in excess fif 4 per cent. I mn quite -confident that both ·of 
operative agricultm·al banks or tlleir land-mortgage banks it is these maximum mtes can be materially reduced antl be enti'rely, 
worth -noting tha.t France .first instituted c-00J:}erati1e credit in workable, but in any event there should be a margin of one-half 
1857. Austria and Hungary adopted it ia 1B01; Italy and of 1 per ·cent to ·the Government on . these loans. The Tesult 
Belgium in 1864; Russia. in 1861; and these were founded, to a wou1d be a surplus, accumulated from the ditierence in the mte 
great degree, upon the original movement in 184.8, and known, of interest which we pay on bonds and recei've on mortgages, ap· 
respecti>ely, as the Schulz-Delitzch and Haiffeisen systems of proximately of $10,000,000 to $25,000,000 per year in the ·hands 
Germany. Thus it is qtiite apparent that the long tedious wait of the farm-loan -department. This would be utilized to co-rer 
that elapsed before these systems .reached their present, only possible losses, ·to pay operating expenses, or to reduce the taxes 
partial, adoption, would scarcely be satisfactory to the more of the whal-e people. I can see no reason why an amortization 
progressive spirit of the American people. Another illustration plan could not be adopted -and put in workable form as one of 
worth noting is that after an in.vestigation rof a committee the details in the operation of this bill. 'The Government can 
which traveled throughout Europe, _giving the matter their borrow money on 1ong time at a low rate of interest, and .a.mor
careful attention, Ireland adopted a cooperative plan in 1894. tization tables could be worked out wherein the mortgagor, pay
After about 15 years of operation the total .amount loaned was ing a small percentage of the debt nbo-ve the interest rat~. wo11ld 
only about $275,000, which is about equivalent to at-ear drop-ped be constantly reducing the i>rincipal, until at the end of his 
in the ocean of our necessities. term he would be -out of debt. 

Although Great Britain has been flooded with a propaganda Regulations could be instituted covering cases whereby farm 
of education, and she has been contiguous to the countries where boys and farm tenants coUld be assisted in purchasing farms of 
this credit scheme had been developed, the result is still a their own. Farmers who now hesitate to borrow at the present 
charge of 6 per cent interest, and there are less than 100 of the rate of interest would see .profit in enlarging their acreage and 
societies in operation with a total outstanding loan of less than increasing their facilities for producing larger crops. A $5,000 
$50,00-0. mortgage on a $16,000 -or $12,000 farm, at the -present average 

In consideration of the new banking system which this House rate of interest, will in many cases consume nearly the entire 
will take up sllortly, it is worth 'vhile noting that .one prominent profit. "There is consequently little reason for the "farmer boy 
writer states that nearly all the private b.anking companies of to remain at home for the disconraging purpose of merely kee-p
Europe use these cooperative credit societies -as auxiliaries and ing -even with the debt. Many commercial businesses ·are snffi.
handle a large portion of their funds. It should .also ·be noted ciently profitable to carry the present rate of interest, but the 
that the success so far attained in Europe seems to rest almost average farm business can not -carry it, With the result that the 
exclusively upon the willingness of all membei·s of these credit cry of "back to the farm" chokes in our throats ·at sight .of 
societies to pledge their united liability for the loans to its this beart-eating interest rate. 
members. In other words, if a man is a member of the 'Credit Debt on the farm is a cloud blacker than night hovering 
society he must become surety for those who do borrow, -even o>er the farmer's ronnded shoulders, and the ''merry farmer's 
though he borrows notlrlng himself. It is evidently rconsidered boy" stops whistling at sight of it and dreams of the city. 
by all wTiters ·a fundrunental necessity that the members of Profit 'Will keep the boy on the farm competing there instead 
these cooperative credit societies ;pledge their combinro re- of with o-vererowded labor in town. A 1} to 4 per cent dif
sources -for the debts of those who borrow. ference -on the annual farm interest debt will often make the 

I think it is palpable that the average .American .farmer has difference between a satisfred fa.rm boy arid one going out the 
developed too much initiati>e and good business sense to make front gate with a valise, bound for town te> stay. 
himself liable .for -other than his own debts. The European A very large proportion of all our commerce in this country 
cooperaUv-e credit societies limit their membership to a small is conducted upon ·credit, but the cost of credit is normally reg
number, and these being each a surety for ·the oth-er's obligation, ulated by the profit of cum.merce. ·Those few avocations of 
institute a character -of .neighborhood espionage which would be commerce which a1·e not sufficiently profitable to use credit .at 
~ntirely distasteful, and, I believe, .impossible, to the average a cost set by those which lend c:'.lll only struggle on without this 
American farmer. Naturally) the .farmer who was surety for advantage. Agriculture ·has long been in this class, and, minus 
his neighbor's debt watched his conduct. the greateT margins of profit, lt has thereby been oftener put 

It i's Jlot possible in my limited ·time to ·enter into all the de- to the necessity of borroWing, and the necessity of borrowing 
tails and reasons why the European method will not awly to has made it a prey to all kinds of pound-of-flesh lenders. It 
America, but having pointed out a few facts why we need :some may be possible that we can dispense With the weaker brethren 
kind of farm credit 1-eform, I propose to briefly -out.line my own of these lines of commerce whicti provide us with some neces
views as to a plan to bring it .about. . slties of life, but we can not dispense with the farm. The 

As heTetofore .ref.erred to, I have mtrod-l:1ced 1l bill which, preservation of our food supply, looking ahead with only rea
while not letter per.feet .nnd open to minor objections, pe-r- sonable precaution, is all-sufficient excuse for legislation that 
haps, enunciates ·a principle which I believe to be entirely can not help but be beneficial to the man in the city as well as 
sound. This bill more nearly conforms, if the comparlson is the man on the farm. 
desired, with what is known ln -some other countries as This bill does not contemplate the entrance of the Go-rel'n· 
the Landschaften or the Credit Fonder. It is designed pri- ment in the field of banking. It only contemplates on the part 
murily to take care -of a large portion of our • 6,04-0,000,000 of the Government the guaranty of a farm mortgage. We have 
farm debt, and would reduce the interest rat-e t-o oot more guaranteed r-ailroad bonds and we a.re now lending money to 
than H per cent. It .cont-emplates the establishment of a the banks at 2i per cent. Who can contend that guaranteeing 
bureau which I am pleased. to call the farm-Joan bureau, to be · a fal'ID mortgage is less safe than guaranteeing a railroad 
under the control and direction ~of the ~etary of the ·Treasury. bond? Who can contend that it is class 1egislation to lend money 
The .purpose -of the bureau is to inquire .into the value of farm to the farmer upon security of the earth itself at 4! per cent 
land offered as security for the leans .and the .-alidity of title when we are now lending money at '2! per cent on security of 
of the same. After the bm'ea.u shall .haY-e been satisfied upon municipal or county bonds? 
these two items the 'Treasurer of the United States shall issue The bonds issued by the Government under this proposition 
the amount of the loan to the applicant upon a receipt rof !the woUld haT"e behind them not only the taxing power of the people 
mortgage ·propei·Iy executed to him on behalf of the United · but they would have behind them also the individual property 
States Go\emment, but loans ar-e not to be in excess of 60 and -ralue of the land upon which the bonds are, in effect, 
per cent -of the >alue of the prO'pe;rty. The Secretary ·of the predicated. It would not be inflation, because it would be 
Treasury is directed to issue bonds -0f the United States bearing merely a trnnsfer of n. debt due one class of lenders to a debt 
not in excess of 4i per cent interest. The sum ·due upon the due another class. France is the most prosperous nation on the 
farm loans and payable upon the bonds shall bear as close a earth t-0-day, and yet sbe has four times the national debt, in 
relation to each -0ther as possible, that there may not be at filly {)Utstanding bonds, of the United States, notwithstanding that 
time a considerable balance ·upon one side or the other. Appli- our resources are much greater than hers. 
cants and appraisers will be made subject to severe .:fine mid The function of lending money to farmers ou land mo1ignges 
imprisonment for .fraud. Control of other detail -of -operation is might be giyen under' Government control to a l}rivate company, 
to be left largely to the discretion of the Secretary ef the but why d.o that if the Go-vernment must control the priva±e 
TreasUI·y. Tills discretion is quite necessary, as it woukl be company? The control would be as surely the exercise of Gov
irnpossibl-e to draw a bill that would anticipate alI-0f the details. ernment function in the mutter as it would be for the Gove.rn-

"Given the final dny when the Gornrnµlent-Of the United States ment to do the work itself, with the disadvantage of turning 
under this proposed measure had taken over all the farm-land whate-ver profit there was in the business o-ver to the indh·iduals 



CONGR.ESSION AL RECORD-HOUSE. FEBilU~Y 7, 

of the private company instead of back into the pockets of the 
people through the National Treasury. No bureau could be 
established for tlle purpose of handling money that could be 
l ss open to possibilities of the malfeasance of public officials 
than this. Its operation could not be attended by any of the 
acts of official dishonesty which are brought out as arguments 
against Government ownership of public utilities and little 
technical lmowledge would be required by the commissioners. 

There are .those who fear e·rnry mo\e that appears in any 
way or ense an innovation. They cling tenaciously to nncient 
history and shudder at the making of new history. We are not 
bound to do all things as Europe does. We are a progressi\e 
.J.. ~ation, and it is our purpose to do things better than Europe 
does. We have grown to a mighty Nation because of innovation 
and becau e of the development of new institutions, and if we 
can by Federal legislation cure the ills with which this subject 
deals in six months or a year, why wait for the dilatory results 
of the half century that has been required to partly cure them 
in the European way? [Applause.] 

Mr. LAUB. l\Ir. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from 
Iowa to u e the balance of his time. 

~Ir. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen
tleman from Ohio [:Mr. WILLIS]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Ur. Chairman, I desire to indorse what my 
colleague [Mr. BATHRICK] has said in reference to the impor
tance of legislation looking to the establishment of farm credit 
cooperatirn concerns, however much difference of opinion there 
may be as to the form of the legislation. There are few sub
jects that can engage the attention of the House that are of 
more importance to the country at large than that one., and be 
is to be commended for his zeal in going into that subject. 
However, l\ir. Chairman, I wish to address myself more es
pecially to the bill under consideration. This bill carries some 
$17,000,000, and I will say that there is no appropriation made 
by the House of Representatives which brings larger returns 
to the American people [applause] than the returns made by 
the appropriation passed for the Department of Agriculture. 
In that bill there is no item that will bring larger return than 
the itein that relates to the farm-management work, of which 
I wish especially to speak. In the report of the committee on 
the last year's bill an appropriation of $186,000 was provided 
for that bureau. It will be remembered that there was some
thing of a contest in the House, and as a result of that con
test the appropriation was increased to $250,000. When that 
bill went to the Senate that appropriation was. increased still 
more to the sum of $300,000, and in that form the bill of last 
year finally passed. In the committee report of this year 
$375,000 are allowed. That, however, is not the amount that is 
asked for by the department. As I understand, the head of the 
bureau, with the approval of the Secretary of .Agriculture, has 
asked for $435,000; and to me it is a matter of regret that the 
committee did not feel justified in allowing ernn this enlarged 
appropriation, because I nm sure that it is an appropriation 
that means much, not simply to the farmers of the country 
but to all the people of the country. As we come to ask an 
enlarged appropriation for the farm-management work, it is 
but proper that there be a sort of inY"oice to see what has been 
clone and see what has been accomplished with the money we 
appropriated last yQar. 

I invite attention to the fact, in the first place, that as a 
result of the increased appropriation made last year the work 
of the Farm Management Bureau has already been organized 
in 60 counties of the United States. That is to say, an expert 
from the Agricultural Department has been assigned to those 
counties, and the work is already organized and going on suc
cessfully. I have before me here a statement which I shall in
sert in the RECORD, showing the present status of the work. 

The statement is as follows: 
COUNTIES IN WHICH COUNTY AGEXTS ARE EMPLOYED. 

Colorado: Conejos, Co tilla, Rio Grande, Saguache (one man) ; El 
raso, Logan. 

Idaho : Bonner. 
Illinois : Kankakee. 
Indiana: Laporte, Montgomery. 
Iowa : Blackhawk, Clinton, Montgomery, Scott. 
Kansas: Leavenworth. 
Kentucky : Henderson. 
Michigan: Alpena, Montmorency, Presque Isle (one man) ; Iron, Kala-

mazoo, I{ent. . . 
Minnesota: Bigstone, Grant, Otter Tail, Pope, Steyens, Swift, Trav-

er 11i-}·1ssouri : Cape Girardeau, Pettis. 
Nebl'nska : Gage, Merrick. 
New Jersey: Mercer, Sussex. 
New York: Broome, Chemung, Clinton, Herkimer, Jefferson, Oneida. 
Ohio : I'o1·tage. . 
Oregon : Marion, Wallowa. 
Pennsylvania: Bedford, Blair, Butler, Mercer, Montgomery, Wash

ington. 

South Dakota : Brown. 
Vermont: Bennington, Windsor. 
Washington : Wahkiakum. 
West Virginia: Kanawha, Wood. . 
Wisconsin : Barron, Eau Claire, On<'ida, Price. 
Total number of counties in above list, 60. 

COU:STIES WHERE THE BUREAU OF FARM J\IAXAGEMEXT HAS ALLOTTED 
FUNDS AND THAT ARE A.BOUT READY 'l'O EMrLOY A COU:'\TY AGENT. 

Illinois: Champaign. Livingston, McIIenry. 
Indiana: Parke, St. Joseph. 
Iowa : Clay. Mu catine, Polk. 
Kentucky: Warren. 
Maryland : Baltimore. 
1\lichignn: Allegan, Braneh, Macomb, Saginaw. 
Mis ouri: Audrain, Buchanan, Marion. 
New York: Cortland, Frnnklin, Lawrence, Niaga:ra . 
Vermont: Caledonia, Orange. 
Total number where the bureau has allotted funds, 23. 
COUNTIES WHICH WILL PROBABLY H.Anl LOCAL FUNDS R.AIS~D soo~. 

Illinois : Fulton, Knox, Peoria, Tazewell, Will. 
Indiana: Steuben. 
Iowa: Audubon, Cass, Cerro Gordo, Marion, Monona, rage, Pottawat-

tamie, Wapello, Woodbury, Yan Buren. 
Kansas: Harvey. . 
Kentucky : Christian. 
Michigan: Berrien, Calhoun. Charlevoix, Genesee, Ilillsdale, Jackson, 

Lapeer, Newaygo, St. Joseph, Shiawassee, Oakland. 
Missouri : St. Louis. 
New Hampshire: Coos, Merrimack. 
New York: Cayuga, Chautauqua, Chenango. Erie, Lewis .• Monroe, 

Onondaga, Orange, Rensselaer, Tompkins, 'Vashington, Wyomrng. 
Ohio : Columbiana, Greene, Knox, Highland, Washington. 
Pennsyl\ania: Bradford, Chester, Clearfield, Cumberland, Dauphin, 

Fayette, Lackawanna, Lancaster, Lawrence, Lycoming, Tioga, Warren. 
South Dakota : Edmunds, Spink. 
Vermont: Windham. 
Washington: Benton. 
Total number of counties in the foregoing list, 65. 
Up to date there. have been 186 inquiries from counties all over the 

counfry relative to this cooperative work, in addition to the lists shown 
above. 

l\Ir. WILLIS. For example, in the State of Minnesota. an ex
pert, an " agricultural soil doctor," if I may so characterize him, 
has been assigned to seven counties in that State. In New York 
six men have been assigned to six counties and are at work in 
those counties. In Iowa they have been assigned to four counties, 
in Michigan to six, in Pennsylvania to six, Wi consin four, Ohio 
one, and so on in the different States of the Union, making a 
total of 60 counties in which the work is now organized and 
being carried on successfully. 

:Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I will ask the gentleman if he is 
not mistaken in that it is 78 instead of 60 countie'? 

Mr. WILLIS. I got the figures from the Department of ...i"1i
culture a few days ago. 

:Mr. S~WEL W. SMITH. I got my information from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and he gave me 7 . 

.Mr. WILLIS. I said the Department of Agriculture gave me 
the figures only a few days ago, but Y"ery likely the gentleman 
is correct, and he suggests now that the organization has beeu 
perfected in 78 cotmties; if so, it simply enforces the point I am 
seeking to make, that under this appropriation the work is going 
on and is going on rapidly and successfully. At the time I had 
this statement prepared ·there were 23 counties in the United 
States in which the funds had already been allotted, ancl they 
were ready to commence, simply awaiting the nssignment of 
men from the Agricultural Department. In the State of Illinois 
there were 3, Michigan there were ~' Iowa there were 3, New 
York 4, and so on through the \arious State , making a. total 
of 23. Now, in addition to that, when this report was made out 
there were 65 additional counties, besiues those I have already 
named, in which the people were organizing and raising their 
funds and in which they expected to be able to apply at a Yery 
early date for the assignment of men. . 

In the State of New York there were 12 counties; in Iowa, 
10; in Ohio, 5; Pennsylvania, 12; Michigan, 11; and so on in 
the various States, making 65 in all. So that, counting those in 
which the work is already· organized and those in which the 
funds have been allotted and those in which the funds are now 
in process of collection, there are 148 counties in the United 
States in which this work is well under way, and in addition 
to that there were some 186 others that were making their plans, 
making the total at the time this table was prepared of 334 
counties in which the work had been organized or was in 
process of organization since the appropriation bill of last year 
passed .. 

I notice in the hearings, pages 28 and 30, that a \ery detailed 
account of the work is given by the head of the ·bureau, and 
at this time I ask lenve to insert in the RECORD n certain part 
from the hearings and from the bulletin of the Ohio Experiment 
Station. 

The CHAIR~fAN. The gent1eman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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l\Ir. WILLIS. At page 30 o-f the hearings, where tlie com· 

mittee is: making inquiry concerning the duties of county: agents, 
tffie following statements occur : 

l\!r. LEVER. J"ust what does this· man dcr? 
Mr. SPmL:\IAN. Well, his work is so lm·ge and scr diverse that L can 

not answer that in just a sentence. There are four gener:il ~pes or 
work for him to do. The first thing· we instruct him to do is this: We 
realize that there are already farmers in that county whoo know more 
abaut farming on their farm than anybady else knows. We instruct 
him to hunt up all of those highly successful farmers- and leai:n a!l theY: 
know. After a man, has made a study of hundreds of faTIDS' m one 
county, if he is the right kind of man, he will kII-Ow more about fa.Tm
ing in that county. than :my one man, because he has gott~n to: know so 
many of them. We say; " We know there are lots of men· "?- thlS county 
wllo knowr a great deal mor~ than we know about eectD;m phases- of 
farming ficre, and we want to get tliat and make it public p~·operty-_ 
gi:ve it to the other· farmer who does not know-and we are gpihg: about 
now to leat·n." Well, tile fal·.mers take that as a· comoliment to them, 
as ii:. is intended and as· it is- deserved: '];hen, after a man. has- made· a: 
study of hundreds of the best farms in the ceunty, he becomes a welcome
visitor on any farm in that county, and we find . the more aciv:anc~~ an_d 
progres ive a: farm:er iS" the more eager he is to lia-ve these men VIS'lt his 
farm. . th Mc.. LETEIL Now, then, does he establish a !*!ties of farms in. e 
shape of a circuit which be visits from time to time? . 

Mr. SPmLMA..."'<-. In some cases be does tha-t. We have, for mst~ce, 
one man in Bedford. County, Pll., who has been there for some time; 
you see, we have only started: most or these men in: _thi year;... but that 
man_ we.. have had at work three years, and lie has this yea1• 1, 100 farms 
growing some crop• under his direction. · 

Mr. LEVER. How does he manage- to v:isit those crops and see that they 
ar.e grow.ing. according to bis dlracti ons-? 

Mr. S:ernL.lTA...~. He has wliat the farmel'& of the county call a man'!ll:e 
spreader, a little automobile; he gets over that county and h:e· can vIS1t 
about 20 men a. day with that automobile, and sometime , if th".Y are 
clo e together he can visit more than that, ancl frequently he will get 
40 or 50 of them together at a schoolhouse ancl talk with all of them, 
and: in one hour be will get the situation before these farmers. 

l\fr. CAXDLER. You say he has 1,700 demonstrations in one county? 
Mr. SPILL11AY. Yes. The farmers call. bis antomobile the manu.re 

spreadel!, and when we asked tllem why they called it that tlley- said, 
because it had increased the yield of crop.s all over that county. 
Now, to ~bow you the e1fect of this work, L will take that county where 
we· hu.ve been at worli: the longest time. It is a: county u~· in the . moun
tain: where apple tree.s do very well. The farmers have had· apple: 
orchards there eve!.'. sfuce they have been there, but they had· n-ever. 
taken ::my speuial care of those or.chards. They had never d'one- any 
spraying; they· knew ncrthing about pruning; and tfie-y knew notliing
about packing, sorting, or marketing the apple~ ; they would. SiJ'.!IPlY.- take 
everything off the trees they could get-good, bad, and md11Ierent
and put the apples in barrels and sell to the local buyers. Three years 
ago he int rested a few men in pruning and sprl(ying their orchards; 
tllat tan be got them to form a little organization, and. bu:ilt a pa-eking 
shed along.side the railroad ; he helped them. grade theil: apples; and' 
that fall those men shipped out three carloads of especially fine apples. 
They got a net price of 85 cents a bush.el for them, whife those who· 
sQlcl locally g;ot from. 25 cents to 50 cents. Now, the next year mo1'e 
farmers came into this- organiza:tion, and. th~y shipped 42· carloads ot 
apples last yeru· from that one county. The year before was the first 
ti.mo a. ca.rload. had eve!.'. been shipped by the' farmers-, but for· this year 
L have not had a. report I do not know how many carloads- were 
sblpped this year, but L am sure more· than last year_ 

The f::mn-man.agement work proper was first provided tor. 
in the appropriation bill of 1904~ At the same time the 
Knapp wor~ in th~· South was commenced. As a. matter o-t 
fact, but little was d.one in the Northern States. fur- many 
years outside of investigation. Dr. Spillman, o:t the Depart
ment of Agriculture, now at the head of the Farm Management 
Bureau, had chaTge of all the investigation. Dr. Knap~ had 
charge of the cooperative demonstratien work in the Solltll. 
Large appropriations were· made to exterminate the boll weevil, 
but it was found out that there was no way to head off the 
rrn·ages of this insect, and, us- a matter of fact, the appropria~ 
tions which were made pcesumably to exterminate the boll 
weevil have been used very largely in teaching the poorer class 
of farmers in-the South. the elements of agriculture. They have 
been taught the benefits o:fl diversification of industry, crop rota
tion, sail fertility, and so furtfil I commend to the Members. 
of the House· the statement matle by Dr: Knapp on page 41 of 
the hearings. ~he statement of Dr. Knapp is as fallows: 

Now wllat we do with this money is to put county demonstration 
agents-' at worll:, who take up with the forme1•s. the oroblem o:f how 
to produce cotton under boll-wee>•il aonditions, and at the same· time 
show them how they can grow their own.. meat, gcow their. own forage, 
and grow their own corn, and, as they say in the South, ltve at home. 
Wbel·e we strike a territory in the South, as you gentlemen.. from the 
South know, in which cotton has- been:. raised. for years and yem·s. 
under old conditions, it has been the custom of every renter, every 
tenant and practically every farmer, even where he' owned hiS' own 
farm to go to his merchant or to his banker and ge~ his advance . for 
the next year. The entire cotton. crop was- raised' on credit Whe'J\ 
the boll weevil came along the bankers lost faitlu in the ability ot 
the people to produce cotton ; they got frightenedi and withdrew cred1t 
fnom the farmers ; the merchants withdrew credit, and they could not 
get credit from their bankers, or from the commission men in New 
Orleans, Atlanta, or other central places. .And when credit goes down, 
as happened in Mississippi, lailor, when it can not get an advance, 
simply gives up and leaves the counh·y, and it cnmes back very. slowly; 
in fact, a good deal of that labor will never c:ome back: to the territory 
it left, the result being- abandoned houses. ailandoned fal'.~1 fteidS lying 
idle, distress, and everything of that sort. Now, under wose ei1>cum
stances we must teach those people to grow their own stuff so· they will 
not have to hn.ve that amount of credit, and that we can do. it we ha_.ve 
~n tea:ebing them how tcr raise corn:, forage, peanuts-, and' other things. 

B:r· doing that work we save farms from befng abandoned, because- we· 
put them. on their feet nnd. teach. them· how to farm successfully. Andi 
those who follow the directions of the Government in raising cotton. 
continue to raise cotton year in and yem.- out successfully, even with 
the boll weevil there. 

For example, it is- quite clear that as a result of the work of 
tliis single bureau, file- corn crop of the· sunny South has been 
increased almost 200,000,000 bushel's in a single year. So it 
has come about that the Southland has come to be one of the 
great corn-producing sections of the- country, in regions whei:e, 
before this work was commenced, practically no corn was raised. 

When this work commenced the farmers of the South were de
pendent almost entirely upon their single crop of cotton. They_ 
bought their meat, and their .ffonr, and substantially eve1·ything 
they used. When the cotton crop :failed' they were completely, 
broken financially. The objeet of the Knapp work has been to 
teach them the great adrnntage of the diversificrrtfon of' in
du&'try, and, as fs weU known, the work has been marvelously 
successful: All this time but comparatively little has been done 
in the North, as r undentook te snow in my remarks when the 
agricultural appropriation bill of 1912 and the Lever extension. 
bill were pending in the House. But in recent years a great 
imrretus has- been given to the farm-management "IT"Ork. The 
object of this work is to study the- farm as a whole. It is not 
merely a: scfenti:fi~ in-restlgation or this crop or that crop, but 
the- idea of tliec work is that a: man shall ge from the depart
ment directly to1 the farmer, study the faTm as a unit, find out 
whether the farm is paying, and, if not, why not. The experts 
sent out by the department help tile farmer in solving his prac
tical problems. There is no bureau in the Government that is 
doing more for tlie betterment or the people than the Farm 
l\fanagement Bm·ea.u. 

They. are helping- in the solution of the problem of the high 
co t of living. In my judgment the solution they are proposing, 
viz, greater and more economical production, is the only one 
possible. Their appropriation two years ago was: $150,000. As 
the result of the- eontest in the House ancf the liberality of the 
s~nate t1ie appropriation In.st year was increased to $300,000. 
The work that is being accomplished. with this money is wonder
fut Sixty counties in the United States already have county, 
men-tliat is- to say, a man is assigned to tlie county. He is 
given $1,200 by the department. The rest ot his expenses, office 
rent, and so· forth, are provided for by the county. In most 
cases the county furnishes this officer with a little runabout,. so 
that he carr reach all parts of the county readily. The idea is 
e-rentuall.y to have a "soil doctor,'' or agricultural doctor, so 
called, in every county. This offi.c·er is sort of a councilor, who 
may be consulted! by any farmer at will. Sixty counties· already 
have the work fully organized and the men at their posts; 23 
more counties have their arrangemeilts all made and are await
ing tfie detail of tll.e men; 250 more counties have made applica~ 
tion for detail of men; so that it can be seen that the idea is 
spreading over the country like wildfire. 

The CHAIR~IAN. The time ot the gentleman from Ohio [l\fl:. 
WILLIS] has expired. 

Mr. HAUGEN. J.\Ir. Chairman, I yield five minutes more to 
the gentleman. 

l\Ir. WILLIS:. . Thank you. 
Now, 1\Ir. Chairman; I wish to call attention to an analysis of 

the1 work that is being undertaken in my own State of Ohio, 
and for this analysis I am very. largely indebted to Experiment 
Station Bulletin No. 127, prepared by 1\fr. L. H. Goddard, of the 
Ohio Experiment Station:. In a word, the plan of the woi:k, ::rs 
we ru.·e undertaking to cai:r.y it on in. our State, is this: At the 
head ef the organization is a State leader, who is- responsible 
not only to the department, but also to the State. The State is 
cooperating in this work and is pa-ying liberally for carrying. it 
on. A statement appears in l,4e hearings showing the amount 
contributed by each State, and I believe that the State of. Ohio 

· is contributing. more,. perhaps, than any State in the Union to 
thiS' particular b:i::unch of the work. As is shown by the hear
ings (p. 3o), the State of Ohio is contributing $11,760 per 
annum to this- important work. According to the tabie given in 
th~ hearings no other State in the ·union: is contributing so lib
erally. 

lJnder the State law there are seven district supervisors, 
and then beneath those it is :i:equired· that there shall be a. 
county agent, a " soil doctor " or ' agricultural doctor," for 
each county, a:ssigneCL to that county and within the reach of 
the' farmer. We hal'e been collecting a. vast amount of scientific 
into:nmation in thB' Agricultural Deuartment, but the trouble ha-s 
beerr to get tlmt information to the actual farmer, so that he 

· may sol>e his actual practical preblems. 
Now I tllink, Mr. Chairman, that the work of the Farm 

· Manng~ment Burealll comes nea1·er to bringing this scientific 
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information right to the doors of the farmer, eo th-at he can 
apply it practically to his owu problems, than does any other 
agency of the GoYemment. The prime purpose of the farm 
management, field studie , and demonsh·ation work in Ohio is 
to bring to each farmer on his own farm, and interpret for his 
farm, the results of the years of experimental investigation 
that have been made by the experiment stations of the Depart
ment of Agriculture of this and other countries, and to com
bine these results of cientific in\estigations with the success
ful farm practices worked out by the best farmers of the coun
try. Ju short, it is a plnn to help combine the science of the 
farmer with practice on his own farm. 

But it may be aid, Why this concern and solicitude fol' 
t.he farmer? It may be aid that because of the high cost of 
liying, about which we hear so much, the farmer is already 
making immen e rirofits. 
. But I want to invite attention to this fact, that although 

prices are good for the farmer·s · products-ancl they are a 
whole lot better than they will be when, under threatened tariff 
reduction, substantially everything that the farmer produces 
is put on the free list-yet e•en now, with the high rate of 
prices, the farmer is not making the profit that many people 

u11pose he is making. A great portion of the high consumer's 
cost goes to pay the high cost of transportation and the high 
co t of distribution, so that in many instances the farmer gets 
only 20 or 30 or 40 per cent of the price actually i1aid for the 
article by the consumer. 

I ham before me a \ery interesting table that was prepared 
by the agricultural experiment station of the State of Ohio. 
An im·estigation was made to find out what the farmer was 
actually making us compared with the wages of hired men. It 
was found in the area im-estigated that the a\erage wage of 
the hired man on the farm was $360 a year. The experts said, 
"We wonder whether the men who are hiring these people are 
actually making more than the hired men are making. Is it 
more profitable to be a farmer or his hired man?" 

Here is the result of the investigation: There were 5.4 per 
cent of the farmers that were mf!._king more than $500 more 
than the hired man was making per year. There were 3.8 per 
cent who were making between $400 and $500 more than the 
hired man was making. There were also 3.8 per cent that were 
making between $300 and $400 more than the hired man was 
making. There were 4 per cent receiving from $200 to $300 more 
than the hired man -was receiving. There were 8 per cent receiv
ing from $100 to $200 in excess of what the hired man was mak
ing. There were 9 per cent who were receiving from $1 to $100 
more than the hired man was making; and, note this, Mr. 

hairrnan, there were GS per cent of the farmers in that great 
section of my nati\e State of Ohio that actually were making 
le. s than the hired man was making. So that the farmer is 
not making the e immense profits which he is supposed to be 
making. Let us gi\e him this increased appropriation. He 
de enes it and the welfare of the country demands it. [Ap· 
plnuse.] 

The CHAIR~IAN. The time of the gentleman has expireu. 
Mr. WILLIS. I desire to add certain statements from Bulle

tin 127 of the Ohio Experiment Station, by L. H. Goddard. The 
statements are as follows: 

The following i. tbc outline of a plan which has been adopted by the 
Ohio Experiment Station, department of cooperation, and the United 
States Department of Agriculture, Office of Farm l\Ianagement of the 
Bureau of Plant Indus try, for reorganizing the extension work which 
has previou ly been conducted by the former institution. In the 
xec•1tion of this plan there will be required : 

1. A State leader to be employed jointly by the two institutions 
~h~bi!sc~~~a~~E:·e~ntt;iis1a~~- both, will have charge of all their work 

2. Seven dJ trict supervi ors to be employed in the same manner 
as the State leader, to be re ponsible directly to the State leader, each 
to have charge of the farm management field studies and demonstration 
work whlch may be conducted in an assigned district of from 10 to 
15 counties. 

3. County agents to be in tnlled by the State leader at the request 
of the counties interested, to be under the direction of the supervisor 
of the district in wbJch that county is situated, and to be supported 
jointly by the Ohlo Experiment tation, the United States Department 
of A.griculture and the people of that county, and possibly by other 
or.,.anizations interested in the work. These county agents are to have 
charge of the field studies and demonstration work whlch may be con· 
ducted in the county to which they have been assigned. 

. Township a sistance will be afforded temporarily by each district 
upervisor in a single township of his district in which special interest 

is shown in demon tration work. 
• ~ * • • * • 

District supervi ors and county agents should be men who have had 
training in our best agricultural colleges, who are therefore familiar 
with the advanced theories of agricultural production and who have 
also had practical experience on the farm as boys and for several years 
aitet· leaving college. 

\.Vhen these county ap-ents are placed in a community, it will be their 
cluty first. of all to study the local farming conditions. They must get 
acquainted with the farmers and learn what is being done Jn the way 
ot crops gfown, cultural practice , means taken to keep up the produc
tion of the farm, the u ·ual enterprises of the farm, bow these are 
organized into a farm y tern ; in short, what the actual farm problems 

of the community are, and then to cooperate with ·each farmer in 
help~g him to p~ace his cultural OJ?erations ancJ farming system on a 
better paying basis. Such a man will not be able to reach conclusions 
nor revolutionize agriculture in a day, but if he is aggressive and 
farmers will make. use of him in the i;ame way they do a doctor 
or a la~yei· he will prorn of great helpfulness in any agricultural 
commumty. 

* • • • • * * 
Bu~ having this informat ion, just how shall we take it to the farmer 

O? his own farm? It would be illghly desirable if a district super
visor could do tills himself, but be can not investigate and demon
strate at the same time. We must keep a staff of investigators con~ 
stai;itly at work if we wish our demonstrations to be of value. To be 
entirely frank, our experience in Ohio teaches us that the "'reatest 
dang~r whic1!- to:day co!lfronts agricultural extension work in° a pro· 
gres~1v~ ~ect10n is the rnability of the extension workers to state to 
the m~1v1~ual farmer much of anything with definite assurance. While 
the scientist has developed a vast amount of valuable information this 
must be adapted to individual farm conditions if it is to be of vaiue to 
the farme~. If it. is not o adapted, the demonstrator is just as apt to 
be disc:redited as is the doctor who prescribes medicine without havin"' 
first diagnosed the condition of his patient. "' 

While. we believe firmly in the value of cooperative experiments, we 
also beheve ~bat. these experiments will be very much more effective 
if their use is directed by a county agent who can give his attention 
constantly to a single county. Each experiment ought to be planned 
specially for the conditions existing on the farm on which it is to be 
made, and, if possible, its execution should be carefully supervi. ed. 
Many farmers will doubtless be able to determine from the published 
reports of the district supervisors what is best for their farms espe
ci!lllY i! the conditions are not too intricate, just as many of' us go 
with freedom and assurance to our medicine shelf for relief from the 
minor ailments. But just as most of us reach the time sooner or later 
when we are wiµing to call in the doctor, moat farmers wm at times 
be gl!id t~ call m the county agent, who, in the light of ills pTevious 
trainmg, mstruction by ills district supervisor and experience with 
similar cases, can speak with some assurance as to what should be done 
under existing conditions. · 

On the other hand, too much must not be · expected of the county 
agent. It is necessary that we crawl before we walk and walk before 
we r~n. lf we are to secure · permanent results, it will be necessary 
to bu~ld islowly and securely and to avoid spectacular work. At first 
thoug~t it migh~ be supposed that a trained man could determine off 
hand Just what it would be wise for the farmers of any section to do. 
On the contrary, however, we have observed that almost every farm 
has some cond!t:!ons willch ar~ peculiar unto itself, and not the least of 
these peculiarities are the hkes and dislikes of the manager which 
manifestly are of. paramount importance. Therefore ~he first 'step of 
the county agent is to make a study of the local conditions just as a 
docto~ should diagnose carefully his patient's trouble before prescribin.,. 
medicme. "' 

• • • • . * • • 
Thus far the ~mly kind of .extension work to which special reference 

has been made .is that associated with farm practice, which considers 
,only the election and arrangement of the operations in connection 
with individual :tarm crops or farm enterprises to enable the produc
tion of maximum yields. While large yields are certainly very Im
portant, maximum yields and the most succe sful farming do not neces
sarily go hand in hand. The only basis on which the success o:t a 
farm can really be judged ls that of net income from the whole farm 
providing the productJve capacity o:t the farm bas not been impaired. ' 

Farn;i. .management considers, among other things, what enterprises
crops, kmd of livestock, etc.-shall be undertaken on any given farm 
!low they shall. be arranged, and how in detail they shall be conducted 
m order to fit mto this arrangement. The selection of each enter·prise 
depends upon many things, such as adaptabll1ty of soil, climate avail
able la~or, and possible market. It is useless to unde1·take to introduce 
enterprises on a farm whkh will not produce well under the condi· 
tions existing thereon, or for which there will not be sufficient avail· 
able labor, or from which the products can not readily be marketed 
at satisfactory prices. 

In the absence of a local condition which makes available transient 
labor of satisfactory quality at reasonable prices, it is n ecessary to try 
to SE:,lect enterprises that will use the same amount of labor all the 
year round. In doing this it may be necessary to select two crops 
which confllct to a certain extent in their labor requirements, thns 
forcing the yield of one or both to be lowered materially for want of 
attention at the proper tlme. It may even be wise to grow a crop · 
which produces little i! any profit, merely to keep the labor employed 
continuously. • • • * • • • • • • 

While these supervisors and agents can ·not be everywhere and do 
everrthtng~tndeed, i! their work ls to be fruitful they must give most 
of tQeir attention to n few things at a time-yet with the proper 
spirit, which we shall hope to. develop in each and every one of them, 
they can wield a wonderful mtiuence toward making rural Ohio one 
of the best places in the world in whlch to live, and toward maintain· 
ing, or even improving, our present high standard o:t citizenship. Unless 
the signs of the times are misleading there are stranger· things pos ible 
than that the rural teachers and the rural preachers, together with the 
leaders of many other rural organizations, will become very able lieu· 
tenants in connection with thi: great extension movement. Let us 
hope that the signs indicate truly, for 1 man to 3,000 farms, which 
would be the best that could be hoped for when an agent has been 
installed in every county of the State, would be but a drnp in the 
bucket. He would have to visit 10 farms every day in order to get 
around once a year. 

In conclusion, then, farm management field studies and demonstra
tion work, as they are now being launched in Ohio, contemplate not 
only the improvement of the crop yields of the State but also the pro
duction of n greater net income for each farm of the State and the 
establishment on these farms of better homes, situated In better rural 
e-0mmunities. 

l\Ir. HAUGEN. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I a£k unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD-the remarks that 
I made this morning. 

The CHAIRMA.1~. Is there objection to the gentleman: s re
quest? 

There was no objection. 
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[":\Ir. II.A. WLEY addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

Mr. HAUGE:.~. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from \irginia 
[::\Ir. LAMB] has kindly yielded three minutes of his time to me, 
and I now yieltl the balance of my time to the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. l\IoNDELL]. 

The CHAIBMAJ.~. The gentleman from Wyoming is recog-
nized for 25 minutes. 

.Mr. MO:NDELL. J\Ir. Chafrman. we live in the midst of 
rc1olntion-re101ntion proposed and revolution threatened. It 
is true there arc few open avowaJs of revolutionary intent; no 
armed forces hostile to our form of government and to oID· in
stitutions thunder at our gates or threaten our liberties.. On 
the contrary, the forces of re-rn1ntion, though they haTe among 
their leaders many supremely selfish und inordinately ·ambitious 
and some thoroughly irresponsible and consciousless men, are 
in the main composed of entirely well-meaning people, who, 
carried away by their enthusiasm or by the claims and sophis
tries of others, fail utterly to realize that they are the adrncates 
and supporters of a revolutionary cause. 

Our forefathers came to these shores to escape per secution
socia1, religious, political. They came to get away from too 
much government. They fled from pestiferous interference 
with their local and personal affairs, by authorities with whom 
they had little influence and O'rer whom they had no control, 
quite as much as from flagrant acts of tyranny and persecution. 
In fact, all history teaches us that the petty annoyances, indig
nities, and injustices inflicted by the irresponsible agents of .a 
centralized government ha-ve in all times been more intolerable 
than the atrocious but generally infrequent persecution and 
tyranny of despots. Beaurocracy, the agent of centralization, 
has made more anarchists than all the o-vert acts of tyranny. 

Our forefathers sought to estnb1ish a goyernment under 
whi ch the affairs and conditions of daily life, of men's asso
<'iation with each other, should be directly controlled local1y by 
the people themselves. No doubt they realized th;:i.t such a go-v
erument must, in the nature of things, be at times less forceful 
and effecti-ve in certain respects than a goyernment directed 
and exercised from a distance, and thus free from the faults 
which purely local interests sometimes de-velop in a locally 
go-verned community. No doubt they realized that there \\'OUld 
be times when, under the stress of local excitement, the pres
sure of local interest, the temporary lapse of local -virtue, the 
machinery of goyernrnent, and of Jaw enforcement would be 
temporarily enfeebled, palsied, or paralyzed; and yet realizing 
all these things, profiting by their own experience, by their 
intimate knowledge of the history of mankind, they deliberately 
chose a form of government in which most of the authority of 
the people was exercised loca1ly. 

Critically _analyzed, some of the complaints of our forefathers 
of o-ver-sea interference with local rights seem triYial, and in 
a sense they were, but they were of tremendous importance in 
tlle princip1ei:: tlley inYol-ved. So important were they held to 
be that tlley led to a declaration of independent so,ereignty and 
to a separation through re1olution. On the foundation of the 
Colonies and the Colonial GoYernments was established our 
Go1ernment, in which the people re erYcd unto themselves, to 
IJe exercised within the States and their subdi-visions, the major 
e1C11llents of their soYereignty. 

This is the Go-vernment we are S\\'Ol'll to uphold. The portion 
of the so-vereignty of the people which they have surrendered, 
or. rather, agreed to exercise jointly under a National Govern
ment, is set out in the Constitution in language reasonably clear 
and explicit; and that is the instrument we are sworn to up
hold and defend against all enemies, foreign and dome tic, 
\yhicll includes wen-meaning enemies as well as willfully wicked 
ones. 

We realize that such a goyernment has its faults, its weak-
nesses, along certain lines and in certain directions. It is 
scarcely to be hoped that such a government will be as con
stantly forcefully effecti1e and as uniform in the enforce
ment of all the laws as it is concei\able a centralized power 
might be. We must admit that at infrequent times and in Ya
rious localities the local arm of the law under our system is 
weak and ineffectirn and temporarily fails to adequately pro
tect life or property, and we realize that one can imagine a cen
tralized go-vernment comparati1ely free from . such temporary 
Joeal inefficiency. But, neYertheless and notwithstanding, we 
still adhere to the view that as eternal -vigilance is the price 
of liberty, so local ·responsibility and local exercise of authority 
~s the. price of_ tha~ inter~st in and aptitude for go1ernment, 
among the mns<::es of the people, 'wllich 111.·ms and support tllern 
in the _ exercise of that >igilance 'vhich perpetuates liberty. 

Wha.t I have just said is not intended as the opening of a 
Fourth of July oration or of a cli ·sertation on American GoY
ernment. It -is preliminary to some ob errntions whicll I hall 

xr.1x--112 

n:ak~ with respect to what, I regret to say, seems to be a yery 
live issue. On May 9 last l\Ir. LEE of Georgia reported from 
the Committee on Agriculture a bill entitled "A bill for the pro
tection of migratory and insectivorous game birds of the United 
States." A short time before that, namely, on April 2G, 1912, 
Senator McLEAN reported from the Senate Committee on Forest 
~eserTations and the Protection of Game a bill entitled "A 
bill to prote('t migratory game and insecti"rnrous birds in the 
United S~ates." On January 22, 1913, the said bill passed the 
Senate w1th~ut ~.ny real debate and practically by unanimous 
~onsent. Th1g bi1l was referred to the Committee on Agricul
ture, was ordered reported, and is, I believe, now on the cal
endar. 

If to-morr?w morninO' all the people of the United States 
~ere to realize tll~t their soyereignty and control o\er a -very 
important matter nad been wiped ')Ut or attempted to be al>
rogated, that all of the statut€s on all of the statute books 
of all the States on an important sul>ject had been repea1e<l or 
attempted to be made nugatory by an act of Congress; if they 
knew that Congress was proposing an army of Federal offi
cials, armed with power to make arrests anywhere within the 
St~tes for trifling offenses the nahire and character of which · 
ne1the~ they nor their immediate or their more distant repre
se1:1tatn:es had any hand in defining or had any control in modi
fymg; if ~hey. could realize, for instance, that under this pro
p~sed 1eg1slahon a barefoot boy in any State in the Union. 
might be arrested, taken before a Federal judcre hundreds of 
miles from his home, sentenced to pay a hea-vy fine and to im
prisonment for . shooting a blackbird he found digging up his 
garden patch; if they were aware that a farmer, who in at
tempting to protect his field of young corn from the inyasion 
of a colony of crows had shot one of them might be put to au 
the expense and subjected to all tlle anu'oyance and disO'race 
incident to a trial in a Federal court, fined, and impri;onecl 
for an act which was not in -violation of any local statute or 
contrary to any local or State-wide opinion as to the thinet done 
being in any wise improper; if people could fuUy unde~stand 
the8e thing8, and could further realize what such an extension 
or ntt~mpted. extension of Federal police power means and 
what it mentably leads to, instead of there beinet a "enernl 
acquiescence in this legislation and few protests"' a .,.afnst it 
there would be such a cloud of protest as we hu-ve not"'heard i~ 
a generation. 

It is 18 years since the beginning of my ser1ice here. In all 
that ti!lle t?er.e ~~s been ~o legislation reportetl that has ::ip- · 
proached this m its rernlutionary char:icter. 

It is nrg~d on the ground of necessity. It is claimed that 
some c~erk m the Dep~i:tment of Agric?ltnre a number of years 
ngo, without respons1bil1ty, probably with little information but 
with much imagination, . said that insects were destr~ying 
$800,000,000 worth of agricultural products per annum. How 
much of pure imagination there was in that no one knows · cer
tainly not the mau who wrote it. How much of such de~trnc
tion is :noidab1e if the country were covered with insect
destroying bil'<.ls nobody knows. The probability is th:it the 
guess was a tremendou ly exaggerated one, born of that desire 
which burns in the heart of e-very bureau chief to increase his 
appropriations and enhance his 11ower and autllority. [Ap
plause.] 

The question as to \\'hether this damage, large or small could 
be to any extent minimized if all the wild feathered cr~atures 
in the world were protected from destruction by human aO'en
cies fore,ermore noboqy knows. The probability is that ~1ch 
protection would ha:re comparatively little effect. 

But admitting for the sake of argument that there is little 
exaggeration in the eight hundred millions, that it is largely 
u1oidable, shall we change the character of the Government that 
our fathers gave us because of the hope in the breasts of some 
gentlemen that we may be able to partly stop this destruction? 
Oh, but gentlemen say " there is no considerable extension of 
Federal authority." On the contrary, it is the first irrevocable 
step toward the ultimate, complete extension of Federal police 
authority antl the extinction of local authority. Ena.ct this 
legislation and there is no justification for a stand against the 
most extreme assertion of Federal police power in the States of 
the Union. 

As a people, it is said to our discredit that of all civilized 
peoples we least effectively protect human life, the most sacred 
of all things. I presume that is exaggerated, but it is a gen
erally accepted statement. At any rate homicides are, God 
knows, too common. Lynchings, burnings, assaults are common, 
nnd no one section can point the finger of scorn at another and 
charge it as being more guilty tli:-ln all others in these things. 

The newspapers recently ~:n-e ns, iu a11 their horrid and grue
some details, the story of tlle lrnming of a lrnmau being charged 
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.with the crime of murder. We were informed that the mob ber should express in regard to a colleague. [Laughter.} Some· 
of men and boys who chained this poor unfortunate to an iron of them claim that a bird is interstate comm rce. I have neYer 
pump in the front yard of a building dedicated to the adminis- beard of the consignee or the coo.signor of the blackbird or the 
tration of law and the dispensation of justice, covered him with Cl'OW or the brant that wings its flight across the blue yuul t of 
ta:u and applied the torch, was the same mob which a few hours heaven. 
before had similarly tortured and murdered an innocent man Mr. BARTLETT. .Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is speaking 
for the same crime. So frequently as to bring down upon us about live birds. 
the merited reproach of civilized men everywhere are these . Mr: l\101\TDELL. Dead birds are property, and if they get 
outbreaks of organized violence, holdups, assaults, murders, and into mterstate h·ade they are int erstate commerce and uncler 
lynchings, and yet do we hear any suggestion of invoking the control of the Federal Government. 
strong and effective arm of the National Government to protect Some say that as migratory birds are sometimes in one Stnte 
human life and punish those who wantonly, vengefully, and and sometimes in another they are the property of the United 
cruelly take it? States, and therefore subject to its protection. I confess I am 

And why not? Because under our form of government the utterly unable- to grasp this refinement of alleged logic; but it 
'duty and the power to. protect and punish rests with the ·people we admit that game, by crossing a State line, can become prop
local1y. If it were proposed that the' Central Government be erty and the property of the United States, we are then no 
called upon to protect human life and punish its taking, what nearer a constitutional excuse for the legislation than before, 
a chorus of protests there would be against it on the ground for the Federal Government has no police vower in the States 
of its unconstitutionality. But because the people in some of in the protection of its property not on Federal ground. It must 
the States have failed somewhat in properly protecting bird depend upon the States for such protection. 
life, because some gentlemen want the hunting improved for The fact is that the most ingenious tortru1ng of the Feder-a.I 
their benefit, because in some States gentlemen desire to place Constitution can not develop the shadow of an excuse for such 
on the Federal Government the burden and expense of protect- iegislation as is proposed. The birds referred to are game. The 
dng game birds they propose, and many good people approve, Supreme Court has declared the sovereign Power of tbe State 
·an extension of Federal authority which would not be sane- over them, and no flight can change their character. 
t1oned for the protection of human life. But I should not support the legislation, even though dc,ilish 

A year or two ago local conditions in a great State of the ingenuity might devise so devious: an argument as to seem to 
Union noted for its general enforcement of the law, so broke bring it within the- powers of the Federal Government, for it 
down local goyernment as to lead to the unchecked and un- proposes a plan and scheme in. direct conflict with the plan of 
_punished destruction of millions of dollars' worth of property, self-government under which we live. 
the burning of barns and tobacco warehouses. Has anyone Under this legislation, if it ~uld become effective, practica11y: 
proposed in this admitted temporary failure of local government, every flying thing in the State I represent here, save, perhaps, 
in its protection of property, the strong arm of the Federal Gov- the grouse and a. few owls and bats and butterflies, would be 
ernment should be invoked? No ; and why'! Because- we under the control of the Federal Government. What is worse, 
realize that while the arm of the centralized power might fur- the nature and character of the offenses for which the people I 
nish better protection in such cases thau the temporarily weak represent could be indicted by a Federal grand jury, summoned: 
a.n.d inefficient local arm~- before a Federal court, and fined and impdsoned, would be de-

1\fr. SLAYDEN. Why should it ? terroiued by a bureau chief in the Department of .A.gricultUl'e. 
Mr. MONDELL. It would possibly be free from local influ- It is true that the Secretary of Agriculture is supposed to have 

ences; that is the verdict of history; but-and there is the something to say about it; that the President, in the midst o:t 
rub-in the long run tyTanny would ba established and the his multitudinous duties, is supposed to sign the edict prepared 
liberties of the people taken from them in th:e hope of establish- in the Bureau o.f Biology; but ou:r experience of the workings 
iing more stable and effective enforcement of law. of bureau. gQveril!Ilent teaches us that the real lawmaker would 

But I suppose we are expected to adopt the view that the be a civil-service bureau official in no wise responsible to the. 
birds, to those who love- them-and no one loves them more people affected by his edicts. 
than I-are more valuable than human life~ an.d that we may Under the proposed legislation a bureau of the Agl'icultural 
chnnge our Government and its institutions fun.damootally Department would constitute c:rimes, punishable by fine ancl: im
for their protection when no one would suggest it for the pro- prisonment in a Federal prison, a multitude of acts i11volving no 
tectiou of property or human life. moral turpitude and of a relatively trifling and harmless char-

1\!uch is said in official reports as to the destruction of insect- acter. Not only tnight the killing, capturing, or taking of a • 
destroying birds and the consequent increase of insect life, but wild bird o:r fowl at any season of the year be prohibited, but 
.when we come to the hearings and the arguments made- before the destruction o:t tbe nest of the most insignificant member of 
the committee we find that certain gentlemen are disturbed be- the bil'd family VY a mischievous boy might subject him to all 
cause the ducks and geese are not as plentiful as they used the penalties I have referred to. The possession of a black-
to be and shooting is not quite so goed on private preserves bird's. wing. the wearing of a bit of bird plumage, would no 
as they woul:d like to. have. No one is so foolish as to imagine doubt be held prima facfe evidence of heinous crimes. Even our 
that the multi'plication of water fowl would in any appreciable duck hunters in the North and quail hunters in the South, o 
degree lead to the destruction of insects, for these creatures do anxious to have Uncle Sam insme them. good hunting, might not 
not to any considerable extent live upon crop-destroying insects. be so happy if the lawmaker in the bureau concluded it wotild 

A.s s,t. boy I lived in n-orthem Iowa.. The air in the spring be a good idea to take advantage of this law to prohibit all 
and fall was filled with the flying millions of geese and brant killing of such b-irds .. 
and swan and ducks o:f every hue and name and kind. Tbe up- Of caurse, gentlemen who support such a measure could, if 
lands and lowlands were vibrant and voca1 with bird life,, and it became a law, meet the angry protests o! their outraged can
for five years all of our crops were destroyed by grasshoppers. stituents by insistin.g that they were n-0t responsible for the 
[Laughter.] One report has it that the grasshopper invasion ab.use of Federal power under it. because they do not define, 
was due to the de truction. of birds. Why, bless your sonl, in except in the most general terms, the acts to be prohibited and 
that great dry Northwest. where those creatures under favor· punished. They can tell their constituents that all they did was 
able conditions breed mightily, there was practically na popula- to turn them over to the tender mercies of a Federal bureau to 
tion sa-ve u few arrow-bearing savages, and in the territory admonish and punish as it saw fit. 
which they devastated biJ:d life was gloriously plentiful The opportunities for Federal e:xpenditw:e under the bill are 

1 i:n the native habitat of the grasshopper the seasons were for limitless. It places all feathered things, with few ezceptions, 
several years dry and free from frost in the period of batch- un.del' the protection of th~ Federal Government; that me.ans. 
ing. They were favorable for years to the increasing hordes of of course, that the States are prohibited from doing anything 
locusts; but. und-er other conditions in the- regions they migrated for bird pirotection unless they see- fit to trail alonO' after the 
to and devastated, nature finally weakened them and parasites bu;reau and enforce its sovereign decrees. The Federal Gov
attacked them. The same nature which in its favorable- mood ernment would therefore be under obligation to haTe enough 
and aspect favored their increase, through rain and frost and sleuths. spies, agents, and marshals in every nook and comer 
parasites wiped them from the :face of the earth and they were of the land to see that no hungry citizen shot a snipe, no small 
seen no more; they were destroyed save in diminished num- 1, boy trn,pped a crow, and: that no country maiden wore a bobo.
bers in their native habitat. where they now sometimes so in- link's wing in her hut. 
crease as to b-e locally destructive. Of course~ such sleuths could also be employecl for the highly 

I shall not at length discuss the constitutionality of this leg-. uplifting purpose of gua.rding private preserves until such time 
islation. I will leave that for the lawyers. I could not do i t as, under the rules of an obliging bureau. a favoJ·ed few were 
without expressing an opinion of the views of gentlemen who given an opportunity to kill to their heart's content. In om· 

1iavor it from a constitutional standpoint, which I think no- Mem- ' boyhood days we read with. throbbing pulses of the mighty bunts 
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and drives on the great game presen·es of hereditary princes; 
all such performances pale into insignificance in the light of the 
glorious possibilities of gaming prirueges which might be en
joyed under the regulations authorized by this act. Regula
tions they call them ; regulations that rob every State of its 
so>ereignty and place . e>ery citizen in jeopardy of trial, far 
from home, and fine and imprisonment for trifling offenses. 

And what is it all about? The protection of insect-destroying 
birds is put forward as the foremost excuse, but read the ap· 
peals made on behalf of the law and you will find that the 
hunter of feathered game is the. one niost anxious for the legisla
tion. The voice is the voice of Jacob, but the hand is the hand 
of Esau. In some parts of the South the negroes are k.illing the 
game birds and rendering them scarce, so they tell us, and they 
want Uncle Sam to restrain them. The declaration by Uncle 
Sam of a closed season for colored men might be objected to as 
unconstitutional, but a Federally declared and enforced closed 
season for the feathered game the black man seeks is desired. 

Too many ducks are killed in Louisiana and Mississippi and 
Florida, we are told, and in Texas it is claimed they allow the 
wholesale killing of robins; that appeals to me, for I love robins, 
but I have not so despaired of Texas and her sense of decency 
and obligation as a member of the sisterhood of States that I feel 
it is necessary to jeopardize our liberties and change our form of 
government in order to attempt to protect the robins there. We 
are gravely assured that our bird life will become extinct if 
we do not do this particular thing, and the extinction of the 
passenger pigeon is repeatedly held -up as a. fearful example 
of what will happen. 

The extinction of the passenger pigeon is to be regretted, but 
no one has given us any e>idence that this peculiar bird ever 
performed any very useful sen"ice to mankind. Its habits ren
dered it valueless as an insect destroyer of any particular 
efficiency. In large numbers it 1\US a nuisance and it suddenly 
disappeared, just how or why no one knows. That the last 
remnant of the tribe perished at the hand of man is not at all 
likely. It could not adapt itself to even slightly modified en
vironment and passed away a considerable sentimental but no 
great practical loss. 

The passing of tlie great auk is another one of the awful 
examples of the passing of bird life which it is sought to pre· 
vent. As the great auk ne·rnr came south of the Arctic Circle 
and never ate the bugs and insects which annoy us, our people 
are hardly chargeable with its destruction, or our insect pests 
increased thereby. We should, of course, protect bi.rd life, but 
the duck and geese hunters who imagine that the Federal Gov
ernment can or will restore the condition which existed before 
our swamps were drained and our country settled will be dis
appointed. Our insect-destroying birds merit and demand our 
protection for the useful service they render. 

The value of that service has unquestionably been exagger
ated; but, making due allo""1Vance for these exaggerations, they 
are of great value though coupled with their protection of our 
crops is their destruction of our grain and fruit. Our song 
birds should above all be protected, for they are not only insect 
destroyers but they add greatly to our enjoyment; they cheer 
and stimulate us with their songs. A considerable reduction of 
their numbers would be a serious loss both from a practical 
and sentimental standpoint. 

But all these can be protected without overthrowing or de
facing the Constitution, without any dangerous .and unneces· 
sary extension of Federal authority, without invasion of the 
domain of local government, without the creation of an army 
of Federal spies and agents, without delegating to a bureau of 
the Government the power to harrass, a,nnoy, fine, and imprison 
our people for h·ifiing offenses. 

In most of the States of the Union · there is a healthy and 
growing public sentiment fa-vorable to the protection of bird 
life. In fact, the testimony is that most of the States are rea
sonal>ly protecting bird life. I have faith that if the attention 
of the legislatures of the few States claimed to be derelict in 
their duty, such as the Gulf States, are appealed to they can 
be depended upon to pass laws which will adequately protect 
not only the birds temporarily sojourning there but all other 
birds. I refuse to beliern that the people of any State in the 
Union are so inordinately selfish as to take advantage of their 
peculiar situation and condition as to slaughter birds, to the 
great harm and injury of other sections of the Union. 

l\Iany of the illustrations of diminishing bird life used to 
excuse the passage of this legislation relate to birds of the 
grouse family, to sage hens, prairie chickens, and quail. If 
there is any considerable class of birds whose protection is not 
made the duty of the Federal Go>ernment under the legislation 
in question, it is these birds. They are not in the generally 
accepted sense of the term migratory. Their care and protec-

tion is necessarily a local matter. They could not be legally 
cared for by the Federal Government under the proposed legis
lation, though unquestionably an effort would be made to so 
construe the legislation as to justify placing upon the Federal 
Government the cost of protecting these localized birds. 

In conclusion, I have only to say that I have great faith in 
the capacity of the American people for self-government. I have 
great faith in the disposition and ability of the people in our 
Commonwealths to do their duty not only to their own citizens 
but to the entire citizenship of the Nation. There is a way to 
protect bird life without invoking bureaucratic Federal rule. 
The various States are now proceeding along these lines; and 
enlightened public sentiment, properly directed, can be depended 
upon to extend and enlarge the scope of local protection until it 
meets every reasonable demand and requirement of the situation. 

The bill referred to is as follows : 
S. G497. An act to protect migratory game and insectivorous birds in 

the United States. 
Be it enacted, etc., That all wild geese, wild swans, brunt, wild ducks, 

snipe, plover, woodcock, rail, wild pigeons, and au other migratory 
game and insectivorous birds which in their northern and southern 
migrations pass through or do not remain permanently the entire year 
within the borders of any State or Territory, shall hereafter be deemed 
to be within the custody and protection of the Government of tlie 
United States, and shall not be destroyed or taken contrary to regula
tions hereinafter provided therefor. 

SEC. 2. That the Department of Agriculture is hereby authorized to 
adopt suitable regulations to give effect to the previous section by pre
scribing and fixing closed seasons, having due regard to the zones of 
temperature, breeding habits, and times and line of migratory flight, 
thereby enabling the department to select and designate suitable dis
tricts for different portions of the country within which said closed 
seasons it shall not be lawful to shoot or by any device kill or seize 
and capture migratory birds within the protection of this law, and by 
declaring penalties by fine of not more than $100 or imprisonment for 
90 days, or both, for violations of such regulations. 

SEC. 3. That the Department of Agriculture, after the preparation of 
said regulations, shall cause the same to be made public, and shall 
allow a period of three months in which said regulations may be ex· 
amined and considered before final adoption, permitting, when deemed 
proper, public hearings thereon, and after final adoption to cause same 
to be engrossed and submitted to the President of the United States 
for approval : Provided, lwu;ever, That nothing herein contained shall 
be deemed to affect or interfere with the local laws of the States and 
Territories for the protection of nonmigratory game or other birds 
resident and breeding within their borders, nor to prevent the States 
and Territories from enacting laws · and regulations to promote and 
render efficient the regulations of the Department of Agriculture pro
vided under this statute. 

SEC. 4. '.rhat there is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of carrying out 
the provisions of this act, the sum of $10,000. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENA.TE. 
The committee informally rose; and l\Ir. FOSTER having taken 

the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the. Senate, 
by Mr. Orockett, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 27944. An act to extend the time for constructing a 
bridge across the Mississippi Rh-er at Minneapolis, Minn. ; 

H. R. 27986. An act to extend the time for constructing a 
bridge across the Mississippi Riyer at Minneapolis, l\Iinn.; 

H. R. 27987. An act to extend the time for constructing a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at .Minneapolis, Minn.; and 

H. R. 27988. An act to extend the time for constructing a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis, l\finn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
to the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 3843) granting to the coal-mining companies in the State 
of Oklahoma the right to acquire additional acreage adjoining 
their mine leases, and for other purposes, asked a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. GAMBLE, Mr. CL.A.PP, and Mr. 
OWEN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendment to the bill (H. R. 22871) to establish agri
cultural extension departments in connection with agricultural 
colleges in the several States receiving the benefits of an act 
of Congre s approved July 2, 1862, and of acts supplementary 
thereto, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed l\Ir. 
PA.GE, Mr. CRAWFORD, and Mr. SMITH of Georgia as the said 
conferees on the part of the Senate . . 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 23293) for the protec
tion of the water supply of the city of Colorado Springs and 
the town of Manitou, Colo., disagreed to by the House of Rep
resentaUres, had agreed to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed l\Ir. SMOOT, Mr. GUGGENHEIM, and Mr. NEWLANDS as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that. the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the amend-
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ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8861) for the relief of the 
legal represcnt.a.ti"t'es of Samuel Schiffer. 

The mes~"'e also announced that the Senate had n.grood to 
the report of the collllTiittee of conference on the disagree.in,., · 
votes of the hrn Houses <:>n the 3mendment of the Honse of 
Tiepresentntives to the bill (S. 109) to a.uthorize the sale and 
disposition of the surplus and unall-0ttecl lands in the Standing 
Rock Indian Reservution, in the State of South Dakota, and 
making appropriation and t1ro'r:ision to carry the same into 
effect. 

The message also announced thnt the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the eommittee of oonference on the di a(Preeing 
Totes of the two Houses on the amendments -of the House of 
n pre ent::i ·yes to the bill {S. 8034) granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain okliers and sailors of the Citil 
1war and certain widows and -0.ependent rclati"res of such sol
diers and sailors. 

'l'he message aiso announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the e-0mmittee of conference on the disagreeing 
yotcs of the two Houses on the amendments of the House of 
Uepre entntives to the bill (S. 7160) granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to cert.a.in soldiers and sailors -of the ivil 
War and certain widows -and dependent relatires of such sol
diers :md sailors. 

The message also :announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

R orccd That at 10 minutes before 1 o'clock on Wednesday, February 
1? l!llS tlle Senate proceed to the Hall of the Hou e of Representatives to' take part in the .count of the electoral votes for President and Vice 
Pre i<lent of the United States. 

.AGlUCULTuRE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee r sumecl its ession. 
Mr. LA.MB. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the .gentleman from 

New York [Mr. Knnmrn] . 

[l\Ir. KINDRED .. ddressed the committee. See Appendix..] 

Mr. T.J Mn. llr. hairmnn, I :yield ~;:) minutes to the gentle
m:m from Alab:mia [Mr. HEFLIN]. 

'lrh CHAIR..1\!AN. The genUeman . from \irginia has only 
24 minutes remainin"" 

~Jr. L..UIB. Then I yield 2-1 minutes to the gentleman from 
.Alabama. 

Mr. HEFLIN. l\Ir. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
no bill comes before the American Congress that is of more 
g neral intere t and fa.r-reaehing lIDportance than the Agricul
trrra.l appropriation bill. Nffrer before in the history -0f the 
, untry ha\e the farmers taken the interest in their <>wn atlairs 
that they are taking now. They are becoming genuinely aroused 
to the importance of their work in the fields of agriculture. 
[Applause.] 

·Jn tbe brief time that I shall address the House to-day I 
ill not undertake to di cu the various subjects emnne.rated 

in thiS Agricultural apl)ropriation bill- I want to discuss this 
morning -0ne of the most important, if not the most important, 
~"Ticultural products of our 'C'Ountry, and t hat i the subject -0f 

tton. n. G. iDun & Co. in their annual report say trnly that 
otton has roven it.self to be one of the country's most ·rnluable 

ac ets. We export millions of dollars' worth of .agricultural 
products ~T"ery year but it remains for cotton to girn to America 
the balance of trade. Besides being u eful in various ways 
amongst -our own people, it occupies fir t place in our trade wlth 
foreim countries. I insist, Ml.". Chairman, in the light of these 
faets'; that the section of country that produces nearly two-thirds 
of the world's cotton supply, who e -product brings to America 
1.he balance of trade, is .entitled to be l'epre ented in the Dipl9-
matic .and Oonsular Service in the .cotton-using colmtries of the 
em.'th by men who lmow something ab ut cotton, its uses and 
benefits, and who could in their repre ent.ative capacity exploit 
cotton and rotten goods to the ad:rnntage of the producer, the 
rnam1factnrer and the country at large. [Applause.] 

Mr . .BARTLETT. l would like to say to my friend that the 
day is coming pretty soon when n. Democratic President will 
appoint men from the South .in that service. 

l\Ir. HEFLIN. Yes; and it is my purpose to call his .attention 
to the situation and to urge upon him the impol'tance of appoint
ing competent men from the cotton-.Producin"' section, and I 
bclicrn thut be will odo so. I want to say in this connection that 
ihe consular reports on trade conditions abroad n.nd the informa
tion regarding the desire of various sections of procuring .Ameri
can products ha\e been of great \alue and ha\e increased our 
trade with foreign countries .a.long many lines. I am sorry to 
ay, howeYer, th.at the cotton industry of the United States has 

not been and is not now re.vre~ented in the Diplomatic and Con· 
sula.r Se1·yiee. 

Mr. RUCKER of Oolorado. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield? 

Mr. HEFLIN. C rtainly. 
Mr. RUCK.EU 'Of Colorado. Do they raise cotton in Cuba? 
Mr. HEFLIN4 I am not quite sure; but I do not think they 

do. I want Cuba to buy her cotton and cotton goods from us, 
and I want ome 0 ood man under the Wilson administration to 
represent us at Cuba, and the gentleman from Colorado, who is 
himself a southerner, would fill tllat position well. [Applause.] 

Judge HULL, of Tennes , in .a. mngniftcent speech delivered 
in thi House February 11 1910 called attention to a bulletin 
issued by the Census Bureau regarding the importance of cotton. 

I wish to read briefly from that bulletin : 
As two-thirds of our raw material is utilized by Emopean manur c

turers in the production of goods, which are g~rally of a finer quality 
than that of the goods made llere, the value of the manufactur made 
from the average American cotton crop is estimated nt not le s thlln 
$2.,000,000,000. 

l\Ir. Chairman, I want to say just here that, in view of the 
:facts tated in the bulletin read by Judge HULL <>n that occa
sion, th~ people that produce such an important product as cot· 
ton is ought never to recei"re less than 15 cent per pound for 
e<>tton. Judge HULL, commenting upon the Oon ular Senice s 
conducted to-day, said: 

We have about 57 <!Onsuls general, and none are -selected from cotton 
States to positions in countrie that buy American cotton. Only thr e-
one from Virginia and two from Missouri-are from the cotton section., 
and they are appomted in the lower classes of the ervicc and to minor 
and unimportant statfons out ide of the cotton-purchasing countri s. 

Continuing, he said: 
This Government has 241 consuls stationed in the various foreign 

countries. They are dtvided into nine clas s, according to salary and 
importance of station to which appointed. From this ·entire number ot 
consuls only five stations in Eru·opean countdes are filled by appoint
ments from cotton States. and with one or two exceptions these stations 
are of tr.ifting commercial importance. 

l want to read here, Mr. Chairman, an article that Judge H1ILL 
read on the occasion referred to. The article wa written by 
l\Ir. R.H. Watkins, .a representatiT"e of the pre sin Washington. 

There are 12 Southern States-Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgi , 
Looi iana, 1\Iississippi. North Carolina, Oklahoma, 'South .arolina. •.ren
nessee, Texas, and Virginia-whose cotton exports :al-One enable the 
Unlted States to maintain a comfo1·table balance of txa<l.e ith the 
world. 

In all the great cotton-buying countries of Europe there i not in nny 
diplomati~ or consular position of importance and l'CfiP t llHity a in..-J 
man .from a cotton-growing State representing the Unlted States Gov
ernm~t. 

-Oreat Britain-
He says-

buys 40 per cent of the cotton we export, yet nowhere in all the viut 
domain of the British Empire, ·eaving (}Ur -cotton into fabrics fo.t• t . 
hundreds of millions of the inhabitants of lier possessions, there · not 
one consul .from a Southern State representing the United Sta . 

In China, where we have great hopes for development oi our cotton 
trade, the eight consul nre from New York, Mas achusett , Californla, 
Jllinneso.ta, Indiana, and Ohio. 

There are 333 Amer.1cans in the Consular Se:rv.icc, and of tbesc 31 arc 
from Southern States. 

In the Diplomatic S rvice in position of responsjbfiity th n umber 
employed is 108, of wllieh there are 1.3 from the Southern State . 

Mr. Chairman, these facts disclose a ·deplorable situation. 
Ju t think -of it. If a considerable per cent of these men wer e
lected from the cotton-growing section of the country, how uch 
value they would be not only to th-0se who J}rodL.Ce this great 
article of commerce, but to the United States in extending and 
expanding its tra-de in cotton. Let me in this connection r d 
from Judge HULL'S speech: 

Mr. Chairman, it may be re.marked that the great Empire of .Japan, 
as much as it consumes, never purchased .any material .quantity of cot· 
ton f1·om the ·united States until 1898, when a traveling representati>e 
of American agriculture visited the buyer there and familiarized th<'m 
with our cotto.n-tra:de conditions. Yet .Jap-an used a great deal of 
American cotton, but it was purchased from the English dealer in 
London. The Unlted Kingdom, France, and Germany purchase three
tourths ·Of our cotton export . Still -0ur people who raise and sell it 
are, and for years have been. denied the great advantage -Of intellia nt 
and efficient representation in those countries through our Con ular 
Service. 

Mr. Chairma.n, it is in the intere t of fair pl.uy and good 
business sense that I demand fuat the South be repr enteu in 
the Diplomatic and Consular Ser-v:ice of the UniteJ States, a.nd 
I beli~\e that the great Democrat who is oon to become Presi
dent of the United States will gh-e the South fair and due rep
resentation in the great Diplomatic and Consular Service of 
our country. [Applan e.] 

l\Ir. Chainnan, th.! man who produces cotton in the Unitell 
States renders a great service to his country and to the world, 
and yet he is grently imposed upon by conditions that could be 
but ha-ve not yet been prevented by law. For instance, the 
gambling exchange, without i·egard to the size of the cro1, u e 
the word "cotton'' in selling mo or three hun-0.red un"llion bales 
in a season. As I haye said before in this Hou e, they ao not 



1913. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. '2729 
. 

own cotton and they do not have to deliver cotton on contracts. 
There is an endless chain of buying and selling and settling the 
differences between the party buying and the party selling with 
money, and he.ljlce no demand is made on th~ co~ton produ~er 
for cotton with which to fill the contract. ThlS lnnd of dcalmg 
·hinders the full and free operation of the law of supply and 
demand, and injures the price of real cotton. [Applause.] I 
ha\e always contended that these gamblers on the exchang~ 
ha\e no right to sell in unlimited quantities a fictitious stuff 
whose name represents the farmers' produce and never call on 
him for the real produce while they are fixing the market price 
without his aid or consent. Not only is this fictitious stuff 
called cotton handled in unlimited amounts, but the bear specu
lators send out broadcast false reports regarding the productive 
prospects of the crop and conditions surrounding the sale of the 
manufactured product. If it rains too much and the crop is 
damaged, the bears circulate the report that crop prospects 
wei·e never better; if the farmer reduces his cotton acreage, 
they declare thnt he has planted more ground in cotton than 
eTer before; if the drought comes and the blooms and squares 
pa1·ch and fall upon the ground, the bear predicts a bumper 
crop. Thee are some of the evils, Mr. Chairman, that lurk in 
the dark places of the exchange. If all men who are interested 
in cotton were compelled to deal in real cotton and to call ou 
the cotton producer for cotton, the law of supply and demand 
would regulate the price, and the producer would then exercise 
a right that belongs to him-that of doing something toward 
fixing the price of his own product. 

Mr. Chairman, a cotton exchange ought to be a place where 
real cotton is bought and sold or cotton in the process of pro
duction, where the dcliyery of real cotton is expected to be had; 
but a cotton exchange that substitutes the word "cotton" for 
real cotton serves no legitimate purpose. It does not help dis
tribute the crop. It works injury to the producer and is inex
cusable and indeferu.ible. For a long time I haye advocated 
laws looking to the regulation of the cotton exchanges of the 
United States, and I haT"e contributed toward the passage of 
mo bills through this House looking to the regulation of these 
exchanges; but I am sorry to say, Mr. Chairman, that the Senate 
permitted both of these bills to die. In the Agricultural appro
priation bill we har-e pro"\ided for the institution of a bureau 
of markets in ihe Department of Agriculture. This bureau 
will gather information regarding the price and demand for 
farm products, and this information will be printed and distrib
uted throughout the country. Our newspapers will have ac
cess to this information, and by publishing it day after day and 
week after week the farmers of the Soutl1, the North, the East, 
and the West will be informed as to the demand for their prod
ucts in the Tarious sections of the country and the price that 
their produce would bring in those markets. In my judgment 
the work that will be done by this bureau of markets will eµ
courage the building and operating of ~pot-cotton exchanges in 
the cotton belt. The information will be reliable information 
so different from the kind we get now from the bear speculators, 
who write their reports for the purpose of beating down the 
price and not for the purpose of acquainting the public with the 
h·nth of the market situation. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another e-ril connected with the cotton 
exchange that I desire briefly to discuss, and that is the injury 
done the cotton producer by what is called the revision commit
tee of the New York Cotton Exchange. On February 6 the 
:Washington Star published this special from New York: 

The fact that the revision committee: had made no change in spot
cotton differences at the meeting last night bad added somewhat to 
tbc confidence of early buyers. 

Mr. Chairman, just think of it, a committee of perhaps a half 
dozen men on the New York exchange have it in their power 
to fix the difference in the price of different grades of cotton, 
haT"ing the bears waiting on the one hand and the bulls anxious 
on the other for them to announce their decision as to how 
many points of difference there are in the price between one 
grade of cotton and another. 

No cotton producer is on that committee. What does this 
committee on fixed differences do? Why, it fixes of its own mo
tion without regard to commercial value or fitness for spinn.mg 
purposes the difference between 22 different imaginary grades 
of cotton. For instance, it has the power to say that a certain 
grade shall sell for 4-0 points lower than a certain other grade, 
and so on down, and by the action of that committee the cotton 
farmer is robbed of $2.20 on a bale of cotton, and on a crop of 
14,000,000 bales he is robbed of more than $28,000,000. It is 
horrible to think of. The power to take that much money from 
the producer on the fixed difference between tw9 grades of cot
ton is lodged in the hands of the committee on fix~ dUierences 
on the New York Cotton Exchange. Just .think of the robbery 

and plunder that is going on through this farcical process of 
fixed differen<!es between 22 different grades of cotton. [Ap
plause.] If a man l:roys a popular grade and wants to hold it 
for a better price, and thus by his holding makes it hard for 
the bear gambler to beat down the price, the committee on fixed 
differences can meet and outlaw the grade that he has bought 
and is holding by decl.al'ing it to be of less rnlue than it formerly 
was. 

Then, l'IIr. Chairman, they impose on the producer in another 
way. They haTe set up for their peculiar speculating purposes 
22 different grades of cotton, when the fact is there are onJy 4 
grades of cot,ton commonly used in buying and selling cotton 
in the spot markets of the country. These grades are: Good ordi
nary, strict good ordinary, middling, and strict middling. These 
4 grades cover the grades of cotton produced on the farm, but it 
t:::.kes 22 imaginary grades to cover the fictitious stuff handled 
on the New York Cotton Exchange. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that if . there is to be a committee on 
fixed differences of cotton grades anywhere it should be com
posed of expert graders and classifiers from the ranks of the 
cotton producers and cotton spinners of the United States, and 
that committee could represent the Gor-ernment in the bureau 
of markets. I do not mean that that committee shoUld haTe 
the power to say that thi13 grade is worth 20 points more or 
less than that grade, but simply to say that this sample of cot
to:i does or does not belong to a certain grade and not change 
that decision eTery few days. This committee on fixed differ
ences on the New York Cotton Exchange works untold injury 
to the cotton producer every year. 

There is another evil in connection with the cotton industry 
of the United States, and that is in connection with the Gov
ernment report of cotton ginned. The reports now published by 
the Census Bureau read: 

Number of bales of cotton ginned from the growth of 1012. 

Mr. Chairman, that report includes linters. This ought not 
to be. The cotton used by the spinner in the manufacture of 
cloth is the fiber cut from the seed at the first ginning and is 
properly called cotton. It can be used and is used for any and 
all kinds of spinning purposes, but !inters is not cotton. It is 
the fuzzy covering of the seed and will not come off with the 
cotton fiber when the cotton is ginned. It occupies the same 
relation to cotton that seconds and shorts occupy to flour. It 
requires a different kind of gin to shave this close, clinging, 
fuzzy stuff from the seed. 1t is not used as real cotton is used, 
and it ought not to be counted in the ginner's report of cotton 
to be used for spinning purposes. It is used to make cheap 
mattresses, and is used as wood pulp is used, a great deal of it, 
in making paper, !llld is the finest paper material in the world. 
It ought to be reported as a separate and distinct item and not 
counted in with cotton ginned. It is misleading and confusing. 

Now, the ginner's report simply says so many bales, including 
!inters, ha ye been ginned up to a certain time. Mr. Chairman, 
thousands of people, yes, millions of people do not know what 
!inters mean, and the impression is made that it is all c·otton. 
This impression works injury to the farmer, for linters sell for 
2 or 3 cents per pound when cotton is bringing 12 cents and 
more i1er pound, and yet bear speculators use linters in their 
efforts to make the public believe that the ginner's report means 
all cotton when such is not the case. Let me illusti·ate : The 
ginner's report up to January 16, 1913, says that 13,000,000 
bales have been ginned. This report is misleading and injures 
the cotton producer, beca.use it leads the cotton-using world to 
believe that the report means 13,000,000 bales of spinnable 
cotton, when the fact is that nearly 400,000 of these counted 
as cotton bales are linters. 

Take the bales of linters from the bales of real cotton and we 
have, up to January 16. ginned only 12,600,000 bales of spin
nable cotton instead of 13,000,000 bales, as the report leads the 
cotton-using world to believe. ~Ir. Chairman, I mention this 
matter now for the purpose of calling the attention of the 
House and the country to the iujusti<!e done the cotton producer 
by permitting these two reports to come under the report of 
cott.On ginned. During the next Congress I am going to try to 
separate these reports and let the report of spinnable cotton 
ginned stand in a column to itself. I want the report of cotton 
ginned up to a given time to mean cotton, so that the world may 
know that it means spinnable cotton and not !inters. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, if we can separate cotton from !inters and do 
away with the committee on fixed differences and regulate the 
cotton e;x::changes so that real cotton will figure in the transac
tions of the exchange and compel real delivery on contracts, 
the exchange will be a help and not a hindrance, a. blessing and 
not a curse to th"0 cotton producer. [Applause.] 
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l\lr. RUCKER of Colorado. What has become of the gen1Ie
man's bill on that subject? What is the status of that bill 
now? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I introduced a bill on the subject, so did 
other gentlemen from the cotton-growing States, and we made 
up a bill representing our views and that is the bill I referred 
to a moment ago. We passed that bill through the House, but 
it died in the Senate. We also passed a bill during the Sixty
first Congress that met the same fate in the Senate. I wish to 
express the belief that dming the next Congress we will enact 
into law provisions that will strike down the evils of the 
gambling exchange and make all the cotton exchanges of the 
country legitimate, helpful agencies in the cotton world. I 
want to say in this connection that I do not want to put out 
of business any cotton exchange that is conducted on honest 
busine s principles. 

l\Ir. HARRISON of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. HEFLIN. I will. 
l\Ir. HARRISON of Missis·sippi. ~he gentleman said some 

time ago that the bills regulating cotton exchanges which were 
pa sed by the House died in the Senate. Were they ever re-
11orted out of the Committee on .Agriculture in the Senate? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not think that they were. 
Mr. H.A.IlRISON of Mississippi. They are still in the Com

mittee on Ag1·iculture in the Senate? 
l\lr. HEFLIN. That is my understandinO', and when I say 

that they died in the Senate I mean that no action was taken 
upon them by that body. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word about the crop of lDll. That 
was really a record-breaking crop. The South produced more 
cotton that year than ever was produced in the cotton belt 
before. The crop of 1912 is a short crop compared to the crop of 
rnn. The farmers all through the cotton belt reduced their 
cotton acreage, and the crop grown last year, when the tale is 
finally told, will be about 3,000,000 bales short of the crop of 
1911. The season for gathering the crop was neYer better than 
the fall of 1912. Cotton opened rapidly throughout the cotton 
belt and the crop was gathered before Christmas, and the gin
ner's report for the 16th of January subtracting the linters 
therefrom leaving 12,600,000 bales, has come within about 
400,000 bales of spinable cotton of telling the tale of cotton pro
<luction for the year 1912. In this connection, Mr. Chairman, 
I want to read a letter that I sent out to different men in the 
cotton belt November 27, 1912: 

L AJUYETTE, A.LA., No vember 21, ~1. 
:\IY DEAR Sm: The estimate of the cotton crop of 1912 will be an· 

nounced by the Department of Agricultme December 12, and I want 
to have ail the information possible on the subject. Please give me 
your e timate of the reduction in cotton acreage in your State, your 
opinion as to the amount of cotton that will be produced in your State, 
and how much cotton remains to be picked and ginned. And cotmting 
the cost of production , etc., I want your opinion as to what price you 
think the farmer should receive fot· this crup. 

Please write me at Washington, D. C., House of Representatives. 
W"ith best wishes, I am, 

Yours, very truly, .J. THOMAS HEFLI~. 

I desire now to read a letter from Hon. E. J. Watson, commis
::;ioner of agriculture of the State of South Carolina, as char
ncteristic of the other letters that I receiYed from l\fissib'Sippi, 
Oklahoma, Georgia, 'Iexas, Alabama, and North Carolina: 

CoLu:UBIA, S. C., Decem ber 4, 19fl. 
IIon. THO:\IAS HEFLl~, 

Uniteci States Rep1·esentatit"e, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAi! Srn : Your letter of November 27 has been received. 
I note carefully the several requests made and beg to reply, after 

mo. t careful consideration, as follow : 
'l'he cotton act·eage in this State in the year 1911 was 2,705,000. This 

year thel'e was a reduction of at leas t 10 per cent in this acreage. 
The production of outh Carolina this rear will not, in my opinion 

exceed 1,300,000 running bales, and I doubt very much if it will reach 
that figure. 

l p to December 1 more than no per cent of the crop had been picked 
and practically all of that picked bad been ginned. Indeed, practically 
the entire crop had been harvested and sent to the gin. 

'l'aking carefully into con ·ideration everything relating to the cost 
of prnductlon and mnrketing, in my opinion the producer of cotton is 
entitled to and ought to receive at least 15 cents per pound for this 
yea r' s crnp. 

'frusting that the above is the information desired, believe me, 
Very truly, yours, 

El .J. WATSO~, Commissioner. 
There was 10 per cent reduction in cotton acreage in Missis

sippi, 25 per cent in Oklahoma, 10 per cent in South Carolina, 
15 per cent in Georgia, 2 per cent in Texas, 20 per cent in Ala
bama, and lo per cent in North Carolina. In spite of these 
facts the bear speculators all during the year circulated reports 
to the effect that cotton acreage had been increased and that 
we would make another big crop like that of mu. Mr. Chair
man, but for the false reports circulated by bear gamblers on the 
exchanges and the fictitious stuff they are allowed to handle 
and call cotton, the Jaw of supply and demand would ham oper
ated through this elling season and the cotton producers would 

have gotten a cent and a half or two cents a pound more than 
they receiyed for this crop. The spindles of thi and other coun
tries have been operating full time nnd the cotton-good trade 
has been good everywhere, and the price that has obtained for 
cotton goods justify these gentlemen who h:we written to me 
from all over the cotton belt and justify me in the uemand for· 
15 cents per pound for cotton. [Applause.] I want to ellucate 
the country to the fact that the cost of production is so great 
that the cotton producer can not realize a fair and reasonable 
profit unless he does receh·e 15 cents per pound. The men who 
produce this product that brings to America the balance of 
trade are entitled to fair treatment at the hands of the Ameri
can Congress, and the House has manifested its desire to see 
justice done to the cotton producer. It has gone on record yot
ing for a law that would protect him from the m·ils of the 
gambling exchange, and I thank you gentleman for that great 
body of men who produce cotton, men who simply want a fair 
deal, reasonable prices, anu living profits. [Loud applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. All time for general debate lws expired 
and the Clerk will read. 

Mr. LA.MB. Now, Mr. Chairman, that we are through with 
eloquence, poetry, and State rights, I a k that the bill be rend 
for amendment. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. 'l~he Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Salaries1 office of the Secretary of Agriculture : Secretary of A o-ri

culture, .i2,000; Assistant Secretary of .A.gl'iculture, '5 000; solicitor 
$5,000 ; chief clerk, 3,000, and $500 additional as custodian of build: 
ings; private secretary to the Secretary of Agriculture, 2 500 · Rtenog
rapher and executive clerk t_o the Secretary of .A.gi·~culture,' $2,250; 
pnvate secretary to the As 1stant Secretary of Agriculture, $1.GOO ; 
tenographer to the A. sistant Secretary of Ag1·iculture, $1 400 ; 1 ap· 

pointment clerk, 2,000; 1 Chief of Supply Division, 2,000 ;'1 in pector, 
$2,750; 1 law clerk, 3,000; 2 law clerks, at $2,500 each; 1 law clerk. 
$2,200; 10 law clerks, at 2,000 each; 8 law clerks, at sn,800 each; 3 
law clerks, at $1,600 each; 1 special agent on exhibit , $3,000; 1 tele
graph and telephone operator, !jil,GOO; 2 cle1·ksi cla s 4 ; 6 clerk. , cla s 
a; 10 clerks, class 2; 18 clerks, class 1 ; 8 c erks, at $1,000 each: G 
clerks, at $900 each; 1 clerk, $840; 14 messeno-ers or laborere:, at · -!O 
each; 10 a sistant messengers or laborersh at $720 each; 1 chief engi
neer, who shall be captain of the watc , 2,000 ; 1 a istant chief 
engineer, $1,400; 1 assistant engineer, $1,200; 2 assistant engineer . . at 
$1,000 each; 7 firemen, at '720 each; 8 elevator conductor , at 7:!0 
each ; 1 construction inRpector, 1,400 ; 5 cabinetmakers or carpenter. , 
at $1,200 each; 2 cabinetmakers or carpenters, at $1,100 each; 8 
cabinetmakers or carpenters, at $1

1
020 each ; 2 cabinetmakers or cnr· 

penters, at 900 each; 1 electric an, $1,100; 1 electrical wireman, 
1,000; 1 electrical wireman, $900; 2 electrician'. helpers, at $720 

each; 2 painters, at $1
0
000 each; 2 painters, at $900 each; 5 plumbers 

or steam fitters, at $1, 20 each; 1 plumber's helper, 840; 2 plnmber·s 
helper', at $720 each; 1 blacksmith, $900; 1 lieutenant of the wRtch, 
$1 ,000; 34 watchmen at 720 each; 5 mechanics, at $1,200 each; 2 
skilled laborers, at $960 each ; 1 janitor, 900 ; 18 as. istant messengcrl'I, 
me. senger boy , or laborer , at 600 each; 21 laborers, messenger bo'\ . , 
or charwomen, at 480 each; 1 charwoman, 540; 8 charwomen, ·at 

240 each; for extra labor and emergency employments, $14,000. 

1\lr. FOWLER. l\Ir. Chairman, I reser1e a point of orcler 
against this paragraph. 

The CIIAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fow
LER] re en·es a point of order against the paragraph. 

1\Ir. FOWLER. I desire to ask the chairman of the om
mittee on Agriculture why it is that a solicitor at $5,000 i 
carried in the paragraph, and also a chief clerk carrieu at 
$3,000, with an additional salary of $500, making $3,500 as a 
total salary for the chief clerk? 

Mr. LAMB. That has been the custom for the last four or 
five Congresses and has been enacted into law. 

1\lr. FOWLER. I will ask the gentleman if it is not a fact 
that his bill last year, when he brought it in, carried a sala ry 
of $4,500 for the solicitor? 

l\lr. LAMB. I think $500 was put on in the Senate last year 
and agreed to in conference. 

1\Ir. FOWLER. Mr. Ohau·man, I make a point of of'<Jcr 
against the solicitor and the salary carried therefor. Doc 
the gentleman from Virginia desire--

Mr. LA1"1B. I will ask the gentleman to reserYe the point 
of order. I do not think this salary is ubject to a poiut of 
order at all. It is the current law. 

:Mr. FOWLER. My point. of order in brief is--
Mr. LAMB. There is no change from last year at all in 

this, and I do not think the point of order will lie. 
Mr. FOWLER. l\Ir. Chairman, the solicitor in this bill had 

been carried in rather a loo e way without any authority of 
law. By the act of 1910, which was a general appropriation 
bill, it was provided that hereafter certain duties should be 
discharged by the solicitor. In the la t a11propriation bill a it 
was reported to the House his salary was carried at $4,GOO. 
A point of order was mRue against this solicitor, not as to the 
salary, but as to the authority to carry a solicitor therein; tho 
point being made by the gentleman from Florida [.Mr. CLARK]. 
It was ably argued here upon the floor of the House, and 
1\lr, BORLAND, at that time being in the chair, ruled that 



1913 OONGRESSION AL RECOPJ}-ROUSE. 2731 
the law of 1910, which was a general app1X>pTiation bill con- ·rirr. FOWLER. 1 do not know whether 1 haT.e made myself 
taining the word "hereafter., and pro-.icling that certain duties clear, 1\fr. Chairman. The Chair was in-rnstigati~ the subj€ct 
.should "hereafter" be performed by a solicitor, authorized the while I was discu ing it. I desire to say that there w.as, in 
office of solicitor, but the question as to the salary was lli>t 1910, .according to the ruling -0f the Chair, a permanent law 
raised at all. pas ed creating the officer of Solicitor at a salary of $4,t>OO. 

I make the point of order against that part of the parag1~aph This is an increase of a salary; it is chungi:ng pe1·m~nent faw, 
because it cardes more than the law carried in 1!)10 for this which I say this committee can not .d.o. 
place when it bad some kind of authority in permanent law Mr. LAUB. l\Ir. Chairman., this same question was discu sed 
for its existence as a portion of the paragraph. here last year. We relied partially, but not 'vholly, upon ec-

1\Ir. LA.i:'1B. If my colleague will allow me to interrupt right tion 523, which says: 
there, I think I <:an save time by stating that this whole matter EC. 523. The Commissioner of .Agricultnre ban appoint a chief 
f th 1. · shi disc sed h l t d the an 'Clerk, and he shall -:ippoint such otl.ler employees :is Con..,.ress may from 

o e so ic1tor P was us ere as year, an - time to time provide, wlth su.Iaries correspondin.g to the salaries of sim-
thority to appoint him at all was challenged. The discussion to tifil' officers in other departments of the Government; and be sha11, as 
which he has referred, .on the :point of ord-er made by the Congress may Crom time to time provide, employ other persons for sueh 

f1r ] thr Nh.ed t h re time a.s their -servkes may 0e needed, including chemists, botanists, and 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. O\....UJARK ' ~·as ·at:W' -OU e ' other persons skilled in the natural sciences pertaining to agriculture. 
and it w.as plainly shown that not only did the law authorize We lodged our conte.ution last year not entirely on this see-
the creating bf this office, but that the '\ery act creating a 
De1Ja.rtment of Afiiculture .authorized the appointment of this tion, but in conjunction with the word "hereafter." There is 

~ b d nothing in the argument of the gentleman fr<>m Illinois as to 
solicitor. Section 523 of the statutes places it absolutely eyon the increa,se of saill.ry to $5,000, for we fin.cl that last year, und 
question. So there is nothing in the point of order, nn.d 1 hope we continued the salary, as we ha.d a right to do. I nsk for a 
the gentleman will withdraw it. · · ruling. 

l\Ir, FOWLER. .Mr. Chail'man, I am not making a point <>f Mr. FOWLER. But the Commission.er of Agriculture has 
order here for the purpose of corumming time, but I am ma.1.."ing 
it because there is a foundation for it. I repeat that the bill not fixed this salary nor .created the ofiice. This Congre s 

created the office in 1910 and fixed the salary at $4,500, and tile 
as reported from the committee to the Ilouse last year carried committee is trying to increase it n-0w in defiance of existing 
only $4,.500. I assert that the bill in 1910, whi.ch carried with it law. 
some authority for creating a solicitor, carried with it only 11 Mr. LAl\1B. Congress .changed the amount of sala.ry last 
salary of $4,500. I have a quotation trom the law as passed year. 
then. The salary of the solicitor at that time carried in the Mr. FOWLER. That is current law and not permanent law. 
net of 1910, volume 36, page 416, was $4,500. Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I .ask the gentleman a question? Mr. FOWLER. C.ertainJy. ' 
.Mr. FOWLER. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. l\Ir. COX. If I understand correctly, the office nc-.er was 
Mr. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman state that there is any created until 191-0? 

statute fixing in so many words the salary of the solicitor of l\1r. FOWLER. That is .according to th.e ruling of the Chair. 
the Agricultural Depfil'tment, or is his appointment left to the Mr. COX. And it fixed the salary at $4,GOO? 
Secretary of Agriculture at such salary as Congress may appro- Mr. FOWLER. Yes. 
priate for:i Mr. COX. The gentleman's point of 'Order i against the in-

.Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, there is no law creating the crease of the salary from $4,.500 to $5,000? 
office of solicito-r and fixing the salary. Mr. FOWLER. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is what I thought. Mr. COX. I think the gentleman from Illinois is right. 
Mr. FOWLER. If it were left to the Secretary of Agriculture 'The CHAIRM.A.....~. The Chair rememoor · the contr<n·a·sy 

to make the appointment, there is a ·umitation upon hi power which took place in the House on the consideration of tb._e agri
which is fixed by permanent law, prohibiting him from fixing a cultural bill last year. The gentleman from Florid.a [..Mr. 
salary, for any office that he may create, above $3,000. CLARK] directed a point of order against this item in the bill 

So, Mr. Chairman, I repeat that in the act of 1910, reported in Those supporting the item p1·edicated that support upon the 
the Statutes at Large, volume 36, page 416, there was a clause original a.ct eTeating the Department of Agriculture, which au
saying that certain duties hereafter shall be performed by a thorized the head of that department to do -certain things, and 
solicitor. Chairman Bo:aLAND considered that to mean that the upon a statute that gaye certain authority to various hea-Os of 
office of solicitor was created. At that time the bill c.arried a departments; also upon the language contained in the agricul
sala17 of $4,500. In harmony with that law the honDrable tural appropriation act of 1910. That language is this: 
Committee on Agriculture reported its bill during the last ses- Solicitor, $4,500; hereafter the legal work .of the Department of 
sion of Congress for a solicitor at $4,500. Agriculture shall be performed under tbe supervision and direction. of 

1\fr. Chairman, it has been the universal 1·uling of the Chair, the solicitor. 
so far as I have been able to understand, that when an office The recollection of the Chair is that the gentleman from Uis
has been created, or where it has been .carried in an .a_ppr-0pria- souri [Mr. B-O:ar..AND] presided OTer the committee at that time 
.tion bill and the salary fixed therein, there can be no change and held that the point of order was not well taken, and sug
therea.fter, howe•er many times it may have been in the -current gested that .eT"en jf the original act, or the provision of the 
law, because of the fact that if it were permitted t.o increase statute to which I haYe referred, was not sufficient to authorize 
these salaries indiscriminately there would be no end to the in- the provision, that the appropriation act of 1910 was in itself 
crease of salaries at the caprice of any who might see fit to sufficient, because while it was an appropriation .act still theTe 
fayor his friend or to favor an individual. was legi Ia.lion on it, and the pronsion with respe;ct to the 

l\lr. Chairman, I have the ruling .and the debate on this ques- ' solicitor was not limited to that particular year, but con-
t.o'lined the word " hereafter." 

tion before me, and if there is any question as to tlle correct- The Chair reads from .section 3687 of Hinds' Precedents, 
ness of my statement, I desire to read the report .of the proceed- Yolume 4 : 
ings of the last session of this Congress upon this identical 
question, wherein the burden of contention was upon the right In the absence of ;a genera.I law fixing a. salarb tbc amount appro· 
Of the Comml·ttee to provide for a solicitor and not upon the priated in the last appropriation bill has 'been eld to be ·tbe Jeg:il 

salary, although in violation of the general rule that t~ appropriation 
question of the salary. The Senate, after the b1ll passed the bill makes law only for the year. 
House, increased the salary from $4,500 to $0,000. If this position had been created by a separate and distinct 

1\Ir. LAMB. That in<:rease was made in the Senate last year. s-tatute establishing the -positi-0n and fixing a defullte salary 
It was inserted by the conferees. Now, if I understand the for it, that salary would go-.ern., and if a oommittee in the 
gentleman right, it was not challenging the position of solicitor, preparation of an appropriation bill should inci·ease th.e salary 
but the question of our right to giye him $5,000, and makes a or the allowance for that salary at any subsequent time and a . 
point of order on that. point of order should be made against it, the point .of 01·der 

Ir. FOWLER l\Iy position is n-0t against the proyision for would be good. But as the Chair understn.nds the langavge of 
the solicitor, but against the authority to increase salaries. the a.ppropriation act of 19101 it did not .attempt to fix a definite 

1\fr. LAMB. The same authority applies to the solicitor as salary for the po ition -0f solicitor, .and l.mder the precedent that 
to any other officer. We were asked to increase the salaries the Cb:a.ir has cited, in.:Jsmuch as Congre:Ss in its last .appropria~ 
of all of them, but we r.efu etl to do it. tion bill fixed the salary at :$5,000, it L the opinion of the Chair 

~Ir. FOWLEil. When tlle office was created the salary was th,3.t tha.t wou:l.d be tlJ.e law with re pect to the salary, and, 
$4,500. Now you seek to increase it by making it $5,000 therefore, the ;point of orde1· i ov-erruled. 

i\Ir. LAMB. It was $5,000 fast ~car. Mr. FOWLER. Mr_ Ch:rlrm:m, I de ire to s. y to the Chair 
l\Ir. FOWLER. You are trying to change exi. ting law. that it b.as been repeatedly held tilat whffe a salary has been 
1\Jr. LAUB. Not at all. · carried in an a1}proprilltion bill without specifie lttw therefor, it 
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tloes not fix the salary at all , and that the one objecting to the 
salary may go back to the time when the office was first created 
and date from the salary fixed at that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
f rom Illinois that would be true if there existed some specific, 
separate statute ·that created that position and fixed a certain 
definite salary for it, but as the Ch11ir understands the situat~on 
that condition does not prfiail. The Chair O\errules the. pomt 
of order. 

Mr. FOWLER. 1\Ir. Chairman, as to the chief clerk. there is 
an effort to change his salary from a fixed law of $2,000 ·. to 
$3,500. I make the point of order against the salary of the 
chief clerk. In the creation of the Department of Agriculture 
there was a provision for one chief clerk at a salary of $2,000. 
'rhe r evision of the statute has gone on from time to time up to 
1874, and has on each occasion in the revision carried a salary 
of $2,000. 

l\Ir. l\IADDEN. l\Ir. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
' The CHAIRi\IAN. The gentleman will state it. 
· Mr. l\IADDEN. A point of order was pending against the 
salary of the solicitor, which the Chair over ruled. After the 
Chair had rendered his decision upon that question the gentle
man from Illinois began to argue upon the same question, and 
after he had argued for a moment or two he made another point 
of order against the alary of the chief clerk of the department. 
I make the point of order that he can not raise a point of order 
after a di cussion has been h?d upon the question. 

l\Ir. FOWLER. Ur. Chairman, I reserved a point of order in 
the first instance against the ent ire paragraph, as the record 
will show. 

Mr. l\IADDEN. Very well. 
The OH.AIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, the point of 

order of the gentleman is in order. 
l\Ir. LA.MB. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is correct in that. 

and I would like to answer his point of order on the s::ilary of 
the clerk. That has been carried for the last 10 years in the 
appropriation bill. 

The CHAIR:\!AN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Virginia a question. Was pro\ision made for a chief clerk in 
the general law? 

l\Ir. FOWLER. Yes, Ur. Chairman; and I have that law 
before me. I read· now from the· Revised Sta tu es of tl1e Dnited 
State~, section 521 : 

The Department or. Agriculture shall be U?der the charge o~ a Com
mi ioner of Agriculture, who shall be appomted by the Pres~dent, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall be entitled, etc. 

There shall be one chief clerk at a salary of $2,000 a year. 

The CIIAIRi\IAN. The Chair will a k the gentleman from 
Virginia if there has been any change by law in the amount of 
that salary? 

Mr. LA1\1B. It has been carried in the appropriation bill 
for the last 10 years. 

The CH.AIRMAN. But the gentleman tmder tands that 
where there is a law fixing a definite amount for a salary, the 
mere fact that it has been carried at a different sum in an 
appropriation bill will not sustain i_t if a point of order is made 
against it. 

l\Ir. LEVER l\Ir. Chairman, I insist that the $500 additional 
as the custodian of the building is subject to a point of order, 
but the $3,000, of cour e, is not. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from South Carolina 
refer the Chair to any statute changing the salary of this chief 
clerk? 

l\Ir. LEVER. No; I can not. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Sonth Carolina 

know that there has been such a change? 
Mr. LEVER. No; the gentleman does not know that. 
The OHA.IRMAN. Unless the attention of the Chair is di

rected to a change in the law increasing the salary [a pause] 
the point of order is sustained. 

l\Ir. FOWLEil. l\Ir. Chairman, I desire to make the. point 
of order now again t "one special agent on exhibit , $3,000." 

Mr. LA.MB. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman resene his 
point of order and let me give an explanation which wpl satisfy 
the gentleman? 

l\Ir. FOWLER. Yes~ I will reserve the point of order. 
Mr. LilID. This is a' new place, I admit. There is need of 

an employee to care for and prepare the department's exhibit 
for national and international expositions and for State fairs. 
A man not only possessing executive ability but also h·ained 
professionally as an agrostologist is required in this instance. 
It was necessary to offer the salary indicated to retain the serv
ices of such an employee. The salary of the official now per
forming these duties is met by several bureaus. They haTe had 
this agent all the while and it has been divided between the 

Bureaus of Animal Industry, Forestry, Chemistry, and the 
Secretary's office, and they together ha>e paid this man's salary. 
Now that is consolidated in the office of the Secretary, and the 
salary of this -new official now performing these duties is paid 
by the Secretary's office under this appropriation instead of by 
these other three. · 

Mr. HAUGEN. l\Ir. Chairman, in other words it is not a new 
place; it is simply a change of title. It changes the title from 
that of agrostologist. -

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard upon 
the point of order. This is a new place and yet a new place 
authorized by law. I desire to call the attention of the Ohair 
to section 523, which has already been read to the Ohair, in 
which the Commis ioner of Agriculture is authorized, as Con
gress may from time to tim·e provide, to employ employees with 
salaries of similar offices in other departments of the Go>ern
ment; and he shall, as Congress may from time td time provide, 
empfoy other persons for such time as their ervices may be 
needed, and in addition to that I would like to call the attention 
of the Ohair to section 169 of the Revised Statutes: 

Each -head of a department is authorized to employ in his depart
ment such number of clerks of the several classes recognized by law, 
or such messenger , assistant messengers. copyists, watchmen, laborer , 
and other employees, and at such rates of compensation, respectively, as 
may be appropriated for by Congress from year to year. 

The Ohair has uniformly held on that proposition that on
gre s had the right under section 169 of the Revi ed Statutes 
to employ men to do the work in the variou executi'\"e depn rt
ments of the Government. I might cite the Chair to a ruling 
on December 6, 1912, third session Sixty-second Congress, where 
Chairman GARNER ruled as follows: 

It seems to the Chair that the first question fot· the Chair to a cer
tain is whether or not section 169 of the Revised Statutes authorizes 
these clerks or whether or not the bead of a department has the right 
to employ those five clerks. In 1906 Mr. Hull of Iowa ·was in the 
chair, und this identical question came up and was decided by hiQl on 
a point of order made by Mr. Tawney upon clerks of a similar nature 
in the War Department. Mr. Hull held at that time, quoting section 
169, that where the statute had authorized the heads of departments 
to employ clerks and other laborer , that it was in order, and he over
ruled the point of order. He u ed this language: 

"The first question i , What law authorizes this appropriation 'I 'l'be 
only law referred to is that contained in section 16!> of the Revised 
Statutes. which is as follows : " 

Here he quotes the statute. This is a imilar ca e where the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] cites the statute, 169, as 
authority for this legislation. 

It h::is been held time and time again, :\Ir. Chairman that 
under the broad language of section lGD the heads of the 
various executive departments of the Government . have the 
right to employ such number of clerks and other employee as 

onuress may from time to time provide. I therefore contend 
that this provision is not subject to the point of order. 

The CHA.IRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair the precedents 
are almost uniform to the effect that, uiider the authority of 
the act creating the Department of Agriculture, as well as under 
the authority of the article of the statute which has been read 
here, it is within the province of this committee to consider 
any item on an appropriation bill to create and care for such 
an employee as this, and therefore the Chair overrules the point 
of order. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I morn that the secretary be 
authorized to correct the totals. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Virginia to the fact that in this first paragraph 
there is no appropriation made for a chief clerk at all. 

l\fr. FOWLER. l\Ir. Chairman, that is what I want recogni
tion for now. 

I desire to amend thi paragraph, page 2, lines 1 and 2, by 
inserting in place of that which is stricken out: 

Chief clerk, ~ 2,000. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, page 2, line 2, by inserting "$2,000." 

Mr. FOWLER. So that it will read: 
Chief clerk, $2,000 ; private secretary of the Secretary of .Agricul

ture-
And so forth. 
The CHAIRl\Ll.N. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment. 
Mr. LEVER I a k that the amendment be reported again, 

and I ask also for order. It is absolutely impossible to hear. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend-

ment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 2, line 2, insert " ~2,000." 
Mr. LEVER. .1\lr. Chairman, I moTe to amend that by 

making it $3,000. 
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Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, i make a point of order 

against the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. The 

question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois [~fr. FOWLER] fixing the salary of the chief clerk at 
$2,000. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Salaries, Weather Bureau: One chief of bureau, $6,000; 1 assistant 

chief of bureau, $3,250 : 1 chief clerk and executive assistant, $3,000 ; 
1 chief of printing division, 2,500; 2 chiefs ()f division, at $2,000 each ; 
8 clerks, class 4 ; 9 clerks, class 3 : 21 clerks. class 2 ; 30 clerks, class 1 ; 
22 clerks, at $1,000 each; 9 clerks, at $900 each; 5 copyists or type
writers, at $900 each ; 1 telegraph operator, $1,200 : 2 assistant fore
men of division, at $1,600 each; 1 lithographer, $1,500: 3 lithographers, 
at $1,200 each; 6 compositor , at $1,250 each : 14 printers, at $1,200 
each; 11 printers, at $1,000 each: 4 folders and feeders, at $720 each; 
1 chief mechanic, $1,400 ; 5 skilled mechanics, at $1,200 each ; 7 skilled 
mechanics, at $1,000 each ; 1 skilled mechanic, . 840 ; 1 skilled mechanic, 

720; 6 skilled arti ans, at $840 each; 1 engineer, $1,300; 1 fireman 
and steam fitter, $840: 6 firemen, at 720 each; 1 captain of the 
watch, $1,000 ; 1 electrician, 1.200 ; 1 gardener, 840; 2 repairmen, 
at $840 each; 8 repairmen, at $720 eaC'h; 4 watchmen, at 720 each; 
17 messengers, messenger boys, or laborer~. at $120 each; 6 messengers, 
messenger boys, or laborers, at 660 each; 27 me sengers, messenger 
boys, or laborers, at $600 each ; 87 messengers, messenger boys, or 
laborers, at $480 each; 5 messengers. me enger boys, or laborers, at 
$450 each; 27 messenger boys, at $3GO each; 1 charwoman, 360 ; 3 
charwomen, at $240 each ; in all, $323,260. 

~Ir. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I resene a point of order 
against the paragraph. I make the point of order against the 
salary of the chief of bureau, $6,000, and also one a sistant chief 
of bureau at $3,250, and one chief clerk at $3,000, and also 
one chief of printing division, 2,500. 

::\Ir. Chairman, in 1 91 there was a permanent act passed, on 
l\Iarch 3 of that year, creating the Chief of the Weather Bureau 
at a salary of $4,500. I desire to make a point of order against 
the Chief of the Weather Bureau at the salary of $6,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Illinois the statute 
at hand? 

l\Ir. FOWLER. I ba·rn reference to the act of Uarch 3, 
18!>1, $4,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Virginia [1\Ir. LAMB] if he know-s there has been any change in 
that salary as fixed in the act of 1 91? 

:J\Ir. LAUB. Not a thing that I know of. I do not think so. 
l\Ir. LEVER. I w-ould like to h~rre the gentleman from Illinois 

read the act. 
Mr. LA~lB. Section 4 uses this language: 
That the Weather Bureau shall hereafter consi ·t of one Chief of 

Weather Bureau and such civilian employees as Congress may annually 
provide for and as may be necessary to properly perform the duties 
devolving upon said bureau by law, and the chief of said bureau shall 
receive an annual compensation and be appointed by the President 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the date of that a<:t? 
Mr. LA.MB. It does not girn the <late. It is T\"renty-sixth 

Statutes at Large, ection 653. 
l\fr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I w-ill state that I made a 

thorough inve. tigation of the statute last night and this morn
ing, in connection with the librarian, and we were unable to find 
any section which changed the salary from $4,500. 

Mr. LAMB. It does not fix any salary. 
The CHAIRl\lAN. Can the gentleman from Illinois refer the 

Chairman to the law that fixes the salar~ of this officer to 
$4,500? 

l\Ir. FOWLER. It creates a salary of the Chlef of the 
Weather Bureau, 
four lieutenants. 
statute. 

and fixes the salary of four captains and 
I am reading my notes as taken from the 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman read from the statute? 
l\Ir. FOWLER. It is the act of ~larch 3, 18!>1, creating a 

Cl.lief of the Weather Bureau and his assistants. 
Ur. Chairman, if there is any doubt in the minds of the 

gentlemen of the committee or the Chair, I am perfectly willing 
that this point should be passed with the point of order pending. 

l\Ir. LAMB. What is the request of the gentleman? 
The CHAIR:;\1AN. Let the .Chair understand the request of 

the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FOWLER]. 
Mr. FOWLER. I say, Mr. Chairman, that if there is any 

doubt about the permanent law, as I ha1e indicated, I am per
fectly willing to let the point of · order be passed and be con
sidered as pending until gentlemen of the committee can sat
i fy themselves. 

Ur. MANN. l\Iay I ask the gentleman to what bis point of 
order is directed? How far does it go? · 

l\Ir. FOWLER. I think I shall confine it only to the salary 
of the Chief of the Weather Bureau, although there a.re many 
other changes. 

Mr. MANN. Is that the request of the gentleman-that the 
point of order as to the salary of the Chief of the Weather 
Bureau be passed over temporarily, the other points of order 
not being pressed? 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. I accept that, ~Ir. Chairman. 
The CIIAIR~fAN. The Cl.lair understands the request of 

the gentleman from Illinois [l\lr. FOWLER] with respect to the 
particular item of the Chief of the Weather Bureau is that it 
be passed over temporarily, and that the other points of order 
reser1ed by him are withdrawn. 

Mr. FOWLER. Yes. 
The CHAIR~IAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Contingent expenses, Weather Bureau: For fuel, lights. repaiL·s. and 

other expen ·es for the care and preservation of the public buildings 
and grounds and the improvement of the existing public buildings of 
the Weather Bureau in the city of Washington; for stationery and 
blank books, · furniture and repairs to same, and freight and express 
charges; for subsistence, care, and purchase of horses and vehicles, and 
repairs of harness, for official purposes only ; for advertising, dry 
goods, twine, mats, oils, paints, glass, lumber, hardwar·e, ice, wa bing 
towels, aud other miscellaneous supplies and expenses not otherwise 
provided for in the city of Washington, $2i:i,OOO. 

1\lr. SAl\lUEL W. S.i.\IITH. l\Ir. Chairman, I want to ask tl1e 
gentleman a question. I see the total carried by the bill this 
year is $17,593,275. How does this compare with the last year's 
bill of a· ~imilar nature? 

l\lr. 1\.IA...~N. This is ·an increase of about $900,000 orer the 
bill of last year. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. S.llITH. I thank the gentleman. 
The HAIRMAN. The Clerk mil read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
General expenses, Weather Bureau: For carrying into effect in the 

Distl'ict of Columbia and elsewhere in the United 8tates, in the West 
Indies or on adjacent coasts in the Hawaiian Islands, and in Bur
muda, tl:e pt·ovisions of an act approved October 1. 1890, so far as they 
relate to the weather service transferred thereby to the Department of 
Ag-riculture, and for every expenditure requisite for and incident to the 
c tabli hment, equipment, and maintenance of meteorological observa
tion stations, including cooperation with othe1· bureaus of the Govern
ment and societies and institutions of learning for the dis eminatlon of 
meteorological information, as follows: 

For the employment of professors of meteorology, inspectors, district 
forecasters, local forecasters, section directors, research observers, ob
servers, assistant observers, operatot·s. skilled mechanics, repait'men, 
station agents, messenget·s, messenger boys, labo1·ers, and other neces
sary employees, $585,000. 

1\Ir. l\IAl~N. 1\lr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIR.MAX The gentleman from Illinois [:\Ir. l\IA.N~] 
mo\es to strike out the last word. 

l\Ir. MAl~N. Gentlemen will notice that in the paragrn11h 
just read provision is made for the weather senice, based partly 
upon observations in the United States. in the West Indies or 
adjacent coasts, in the Hawaiian Islands, and in Bermuda. 

We ha\e had our attention called in recent days to Bermuda, 
and for the first time in the history of the country we, probably, 
most of us, haxe learned some notion with refereuce to where 
Bermuda is. This side of the House, the Republican side of the 
House, has come to have great respect for Bermuda [applause], 
and I dare say we h.ave learned enough about it to haxe leamed 
how to spell it. But it seems the Democratic side of the House 
has so little interest in Bermuda and in the gentleman who bas 
been sojourning there that they have not e\en learned liow tile 
word is spelled. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LA.l\IB. Mr. Chairman, it was a Republican printer who 
did that. [Laughter and applause.] 

.Mr. MANN. It was a Republican printer who knew how to 
follow copy, and it was a Democratic committee that did not 
know bow to spell the word in preparing the copy. [Laughter.] 

I waited tmtil after the item bad been pa ed in the House, 
with no suggestion coming from the Democratic side of the 
House to change the spelling, because they Irnu not yet lenrned 
how Bermuda is spelled. When Bermuda nttrncted their atten
tion in the prints, they did not notice the word ; they were so 
engaged in hoping that the gentleman then sojourning in Ber
muda would provide jobs for them hereafter that they forgot 
how it was spelled. [Laughter.] · 

Mr. LAMB. .It is to be hoped, Mr. Chairman, that when the 
Democrats have had the experience that the Republicans ham 
had they will not only be better spellers, but they will be able 
to do other things better, too. [Laughter.] 

l\lr. MANN. Well, it is to be hoped that they will be better 
spellers, at least. 

.1\fr. HILL. l\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentlemnn yield? 
1\fr. MANN. In a moment. I can not yield now. I hope that 

some one will learn that they have spelled Bermuda "B·u-r-
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m-u-d-a," and it has passed the Hou e · that way, although 
now--

1\Ir. HAWLEY. Let the Senate amend it--
Mr. ~"'N. Ha\ing learned that this is spelled wrong in the 

bill, the gentlemen can send out and get a gazetteer and learn 
how it is spelled, or the Republican Senate can do what they 
ham often had to do before-correct it. [Laughter.] 

.!!Ir. HILL. If the gentlemen of the House desire to know how 
'-'Bermuda " is spelled, they can undoubtedly find out by refer
ring to the tariff hearing , because I believe that for the .second 
time in the history of the United States Government representa
tives both of Bermuda and of the Bahamas-foreign countries
instead of coming before the State Department, have come now 
directly, as they came at the time of the hea1·mgs on the Wilson 
bill, from their own parliaments to a c-0mmittee of th~ House of 
Representati\es to advocate their interests in the tariff revision, 
-and in the tariff hearings gentlemen · will find the spelling both 
as to ~rmuda and the Bahama . [Laughter and applawse on 
the Republicun side.] 

Ur. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

l\Ir. HILL. 1\Ir. Chairman, I object to having my last two 
words stricken out. [Laughter.] 

l\1r. FOSTER. r.rhen I will make it three. I wanted to sug
gest, .Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman from Connecticut [l\fr. 
HILL] that if these gentlemen thut he has referred to have been 
before the Committee on Ways and Means lli ir evidence is in 
print, and the whole world can know what they have said to 
the committee. In former times, however, when the gentleman's 
party was revising the tariff, secret meetings were held and 
these men were able to fix up a tariff bill to suit themselves. 

And so if the DemocTats have done what the gentleman from 
Connecticut [l\fr. HILL] now sees fit to find fault with, it has 
.been done in the open and in public. [Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] And I want to say that I refer my fri-end from 
Connecticut to the transaction that took place in another body 
as recol'ded and stated by the late Senator from Iowa, Mr. 
Dolliver, when he ma-de some remarks upon the bill in the 
Senate. 

Ir. HILL. I want to refer the gentleman, in answer to his 
own statement, to the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsyl
'\auia [Mr. PALMER] in the last session, in which he stated, in 
regard to the manner of making up the bills which were then 
pending, that nearly a thousand private interviews had been 
girnn. [Applause on the Republican side.] At the same time 
public hearings with reference to these pending bills were abso
lutely refused. 

l\Ir. FOSTER. Yes; but the difference between the two is 
thi : That the prirnte hearings before the Democratic ~ommit
tee ~·ere not written into the bill, but it is shown that the pri
ntte hearings before the Republican committee resulted in the 
writing of a part of the Republican .bill by men who were doing 
it in the interest of their own pockets. [Applause on the Demo
crntic ide.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. FOSTER. Yes. 
l\Ir. FITZGERALD. Did anybody ever oharge the gentleman 

from Connecticut (l\fr. HILL] with having taken a T"ery active 
part in any of those matters? 

1\fr. FOSTER. I do not know whether they ha\e or not. 
l\lr. L..UlB. Mr. Chairman, I must insis.t that this discus

sion is out of 01•der, ftS the time of the gentleman has expired, 
and I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Olerk read as follows : 
For the acquisition of sites outside of the District of Columbia and 

the erection thereon of two buildings for use as Weather Bureau 
ob er>atories, to be constructed under the supervi ion of the Chief of 
the Weather Bureau, plans and specificatioru; to be approved by the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and for all necessary labor, materials, and 
expenses connected with this work, $40;000. 

Mr. COOPER Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the chair
man of tbe committee about the meaning of the language on 
the top of page 7: 

For the acquisition of sites outside of the Disb:lct of Columbia. 

Does that mean anywhere in the world outside of the Dis
trict of Columbia? 

l\Ir. LAMB. It is for the erection of udditional Weather 
Bureau .observatories outside -of the District of Columbia. 

l\Ir. COOPER. But where outside of the District of Colum
bia? Those words might mean .anywhere in th~ world. 

l\Ir. LA.MB. Wherever the Secretary of Agriculture or the 
Weather Bureau shall .conclude to erect the buildings, at the 
most advantageous places. There are 8. or 10 places in com-

petition. From the evidence be.fore our committee it see.ms as 
if five or six were needed, but we did not think that {lt this 
session of Oongre s we <!Ould create more than two. 

Mr. COOPER. Where are tho e to be? 
1\fr. LAMB. It is not decided positively, but w.e think, per

haps, the most important are Sandy Hook, N. Y. and Cincin-
nati, Ohio. ' 

1\Ir. Chairman, I ask to return to line 9. page .5, to correct the 
spelling of the word "Bermuda." It is spelled in UJ_e bill with 
a " u" in the first syllabl~ and it should be a.n " e." 

The CH.A.I.Rl\f.A.N. If there be no objection, the Clerk will 
make the correction. 

The Clerk read as :follows : 
And hereafter officials and employees of the Weather Bure-au may be 

trans!erred from the field service to service in the same bureau in the 
~l.Btnct of Columbia without regard to the civil-service rule of appor
tionment; and olficial and employees of the Weather Bureau, when 
transferred from one ta.tion to another for official duty. hall be al
lo~ed all travelin.g ~xpen . authorized by existin"' law applicable to 
said .bureau, notw1tb ta.nding any changes in appointments th t may be 
required by such transfers. 

Mr. COX. I reserve a point of order on that. I think it is 
rather peculiar. · 

Mr. LAMB. l\fr. Chairman, let me expiain. This paragrap}l 
bas been inserted to cover the exchange of employees between 
the city of Washington and the field, and the payment of travel
ing expenses of employees transferred from one station to 
another. The work carried on by the Weather Bureau is of 
such a character as to render it desirable that its officials and 
employees at the central office be fully familiar with the work 
performed at the field stations, and Yice \ersa. Under the 
application of existing civil-service rules there is no diffieulty 
about transferring employees from the city of Washington to 
the field, but under exi ting Ia ws and regulations the trill fer 
from the field force to the city of Washington is rendered diffi
cult and is often impossible. Under the pre ent ruling of th·~ 
Comptroller of the Treasury an employee transferred from one 
State to another with either promotion or reduction in salary, 
or whose status or designation is changed without any chang 
in salary, can not be paid his traveling expenses after the new 
appointment is issued to him, as such appointment is held to 
create a new position, and the employee is required to report 
for duty at his new station without expense to the Go\ernment. 
Changes in salary or status are often neces ary incidents to 
the transfer of employees from one State to another, and th 
application of this ruling is highly embarrassing to the o:fficia l 
administration of the bureau. The proposed paragraph will 
be a great gain toward efficiency in the operation ot the Weather 
Bureau. I think. that explanation, which is the one furnished 
by the dep;artment. ought to be satisfactory to my friend. 

Mr. COX. The sum and ubstance of the whole matter is that 
you propose to change and completely break down the law gov
erning the civil senice without l·eo-ai'(]_ to the rule of apportion
ment. That will be the effect of it; it simply destl'Oys the whole 
a1111ortionment now existing under the civil- enic L'lw. Mr. 
"hairman, I make the point of order. 
~Ir. LA.MB. I concede the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of 01·der is sustained. The Chair 

will call attention to section 4 of chapter 1266 of the laws of 
1890, which reads .a.s fo1low : 

SEC. 4. That the WeatheT Bureau sharl hereafter consist of one chief 
of the Weather Bureau and such civilian employees as Co._ngress may 
annually provide for and as may be necessary to properly p.erform the 
duties devolving on said bureau by law, and the chief of said buTeau 
shall re-0eive an annual compensation of $4,500, and be appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Unless the gentleman from Virginia or some other gentleman 
can show that there has been ome amendment of thi statute, 
the Chair is ready to rule. 

Mr. LEVER. As far as r ham been able to examine, Mr. 
Chairman, I ha,·e no law except the current appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. · 
l\Ir. LEVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment mak-

ing the salary $4,500. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will rePort the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follow : 
Amend, pag-e 3, by inserting after the word "bureau," in line lG, the 

figures " $4,500." 

The question .was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

Salaries, Bureau of Animal Industry: One chief of burenu, $5,000; 1 
chief clerk, $2,500 ; 1 ed.itor and compiler, $2,250; 6 clerks, class 4 ~ 1 
clerk, $1,680; 12 clerks, class 3; 2 clerks, at $1,500 each; 22 c1erks, 
class 2; 2 clerks, at $1,380 each; 3 clerks, at 1,320 each ; 1 clerk, 
f l,300; 'l clerk, 1,260; 39 cle1·ks. class l ; 1 clerk, $1,100; 1 clerk 
$1,080; 50 clerks, t $1,000 each; 2 clerks, at $960 each; -64 clerks. at 
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· 900 each; 1 architect, $2,000 ; 1 architect, $900; 1 illustrator, $1,400; 
4 inspector's a istunt. , at $1,000 each; 1.2 inspector's assistants, at 
• 840 each; 1 laborator y assistant, ·1,200; 2 laboratory assistants, at 
$900 each : 1 laboratory helper, $1,020; 2 laboratory hel8ers, at $840 
each: 1 laboratory helper , $720; 1 laboratory helper, $6 0; 1 labora
t ory helper, 480; 1 instrument maker, $1,200; 1 carpenter, $1,100; 2 
carpenter s. at 1,000 each; 1 messenger and custodian, 1,200; 1 mes-
enaer and custodian, $1,000 ; 9 messengers, skilled laborers, or laborers, 

at $840 each; 10 messengers, skilled laborers, or laborers, at $720 each; 
23 messenger , mes~enger boys, or laborers, at 480 each ; 6 messengers 
or messenger boys, at 360 each; 1 skilled laborer, $1,000; 33 skilled 
laboreri::. at $900 each : 2 killed laborers, at $840 each; 7 sk'illed labor
er , at $720 each; 1. skilled laborer or laborer, $780; 2 laborers or mes
senge1·s, at $660 each; 9 laborers, messengers, or messenger boys, at 
• GOO each ; :3 laborers, messengers, or messenger boys, at $540 each ; 1 
watchman , $720 ; 1 charwoman, $600 ; . 1 charwoman, $U40 ; 11 char
women, at $480 each : 4 charwomen, at $360 each ; 1 charwoman, $300 ; 
2 charwomen, at $240 each; in all, $3G9,250. 

Mr. FOWLER. .Mr. Chairman, I reserYe a point of order 
against the paragraph. Th~ salary of the chief of bureau is 
fixed at $5,000, which is an attempt to change existing law. 
Also the salary of one e:hief clerk at $2,000, which is another 
effort to change existing law. The act of May 29, 1 84, created 
a chief of this bureau at a salary of $3,000 ancl a chief clerk 
at a salary of $1,500. '.rhe act of 1889, after the Agriculture 
Department wa s put under the head of a Secretary, carried 
these salaries, to wit: One chief, at a salary of $3,000, and one 
chief clerk, at a salary of $1,500. I submit the statute, Mr. 
Chairman, as to the correctness of my statement. 

~Ir. LAMB. The same law applies as to all the others. 
2\lr. FOWLER. The act of February 2, 18 9, carries the 

snme provision. 
l\Ir. LA)IB. I concede the point of order, :.\fr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRUAN. · The point of oruer is sustained. 

· l\Ir. LAl\IB. I will offer amendments restoring the old 
salaries. -

The CHAIRMAX The Clerk will r eport the amenclments. 
The Clerk read as !ollows: 
Amend, page 7, line 21, by inserting, after the word "btueau," the 

figures " $1$,000." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as fol lows : 
Amend, page 7, line 21, by inserting, after the word "clerk,'' the 

figures " 1,GOO." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
For inspection and quarantine work, including all necessary expenses 

for the eradication of scabies in sheep and cattle, the inspection of 
southern cattle, the supei·vislon of the transportation of live stock and 
the inspection of vessels, the execution of the 28-hour law, the inspec
tion and quarantine of imported animals, including the establishment 
and maintenance of quarantine stations and the alteration of buildings 
thereon, the inspection work relative to the existence of contagious 
di. eases and the tuuerculin and mallein testing of animals, $620,000. 

~Ir. GOOD. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Sh·ike out, in line 12, page 11, the figures "$620,000 " and insert in 

lieu thereof the figures ·• ' 8::!0,000." 

J.Ir. GOOD. l\Ir. Chairman, the item that f~lows this one 
reads: 

Fo1· all necessa ry expenses for the eradication of southern cattle ticks, 
• 325,000. 

According to the testimony of Dr. Melvfa the total loss last 
:rear by cattle in the United States from this disease, by depre
ciation through . ickness an<l loss, was in the· neighborhood of 
$25,000 or $40,000; and this committee propo es to appropriate 
$325,000 to eratlicate this disease. 

Mr. LAMB. If the gentleman will allow me, I think he has 
dropped a figure. I think he means two hunured and fifty or 
three hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

~Ir. GOOD. I call attention to the testimony before the Com
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture. Last 
year the total Joss in the United States, according to the testi
mony of Dr. l\Ielvin, of hogs by cholera was to the value of 
'42,042,000; yet there is not a single penny appropriated in this 

bill for the prevention and eradication of hog cholera. I have 
read with deepest interest the hearings before the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture with regard to 
the efforts of the department to prevent and eradicate hog chol
era and to stamp out that disease. I was amazed to find that 
while, according to the testimony of Dr. l\Ielvin, there is a per
fect serum which will absolutely preyent hog cholera, not a 
sin(J'le penny is here appropriated to prevent or to stamp out this 
clisease. Dr. l\Ielvin testified before that committee as follows: 

llr. SLO.L."'i. What, if any, appropriation is there that could be used in 
extending and increasing the. e demonstrations? Is there any such fund 
as that'/ 

Dr. MELVIN. There is a fund, but the estimates as submitted to the 
committee were only sufficient to provide for work which we now have 
on hand and not for increasing this demonstration work. We would 
not be able to conduct or increase this demonstration work without a 
considerable increase in those funds. 

Mr. SLOA~. If an increase in appropriations should be made, is your 
bureau so organized that it has or could have available competent men 
who could be sent to different point in the several States to make the~e 
demonstrations? 

Dr. 1\IELVI~. Yes, sir. 
Mr. SLOA."<. If such funds were provided and such compet ent persons 

sent, in your opinion would it be wisely spent money looking toward the 
reduction of this very large annual loss which you have recited to the 
committee? 

Dr. IELH)I'. I think undoubtedly it would. I think that if we were 
provided with funds, so we go into several States and· take up a con
siderable section, involving three or four counties in a block, and there 
demonstrate that losses from cholera need not necessarily exist, that it 
would be of immense value to the country. I think we could demon
strate to the States that by careful organization and the use of an 
efficient serum that the cholera could ue reduced to a minimum and 
probably eventually eradicated. 

l\Ir. KL"\'DRED. ~Ir. Chairman, wi11 t.he gentleman yield 
there? 

l\Ir. GOOD. Yes. 
1\Ir. KINDRED. l\Ir. Chairman, I am interested to know if 

there is other te timony corroborative of that of Dr. Melvin 
which goes to show that this serum really cures or prevents 
hog cholera. I am interested to know. 

l\Ir. GOOD. I think Dr. Dorsett's testimony corroborates 
thnt of Dr. l\Ielvin. I understand that there are men outside of 
this chamber who do not want a single penny expended by the 
Government to prevent hog cholera. While there were $42,-
000,000 worth of hogs lost last year by cholera, that doe not 
mea ·ure tl1e loss to the farmers. I suppose the farmers who 
raise hogs expended $10,000,000 more in buying patent medi
cines that were useles , and the patent-medicine manufacturers . 
do not want a single penny appropriated that this disease may 
be effectually stamped out. If we are going to do something 
for the farmers of States like Illinois, where they lost Jast 
year $ ,000,000 because of hog cholera; of States like Iowa, 
where they lost $7,000,000 through cholera, we ought to begin 
now. I can appreciate that some of the gentlemen on thnt side 
n.re not interested in these matter , and why? Let us take the 
State of Virginia, for instance. If my recollection serves me 
right, only 3.6 per cent of the hogs of Virginia were lost by 
cholera, while in Illinois 20 pe!.· cent were lost by cho1era. 

l\Ir. LAMB. Oh, the State of Virginia takes better care of its 
hogs. 

Mr. ~IA_1~N. Ob, no ; hog cholera could newr overtake one 
of those razorbacks. [Laughter.] 

'.rhe CIIA.IRJ[A.:..~. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expire<l. 

l\fr. GOOD. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro
ceed for fi>e minute . 

l\Ir. LA:llB. l\fr. Chairman, it looks as though a personal ex
planation would be good at this point. I will state that I lost 200 
hogs on one farm-Berk hires, and not razorbacks. 

l\Ir. 1\IAl"\"N. 'l'hat is because the gentleman raises good hogs. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 

consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. KINDRED. l\Ir~ Chairman, in no spirit of controversy, I 

would like to know if the gentleman does not concede that the 
serum for the hog-cholera cure is still in a very experimental 
stage. 

l\Ir. GOOD. l\Ir. Chairman, I wm concede that it is no more 
in experimental stage than is the cure for southern cattle 
ticks in an experimental stage, and I will refer the gentle
man from New York [Mr. KINDRED] to the page of the hearings 
with regard to the loss by cattle ticks. On page 8, Dr. Melvin 
says that the loss through cattle-tick fever has be~n variously 
estimated at from twenty-five to forty million dollars, while 
the loss from hog cholera last year was $42,000,000. I hope 
the ·gentleman who is chairman of this great committee will be 
as generous to the raisers of hogs as he is to the raisers of 
southern cattle in this regarcl. If he wants to do something to 
reduce the high cost of living, let him appropriate a small sum
a mere drop in the bucket as compared with the great 1oss in 
the country-in order that we may prevent this great loss of 
live stock by hog cholera. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to insert as a part 
of my remarks the statement of Dr. l\Ielvin with regard to the 
loss of hogs by cholera and the results of the experiments in 
treating hogs with this anticholera serum. 

The CHAIRMA..i.~. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD by including 
a part of the hearings refe.n·ed to. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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The stnte-ment referred to is as follows t' 
Estimate of los.'Jes from 11.og chol era for tlie year ending Mar. 91, 191B. 

[Based on data compiled by Bureau of: Statistics, Der> rtment of Agri
culture.I 

Number hogs Per-
Number of centage Total value Value of 

State. estimated in hogs lost by lost due hogs in State hogs lost by State Jan. 1, ~i>g cholera. to.hog Jan...1, 1912. hog cholera.. 
1912. cholera 

~<!.. •••••• ••••• •••• 101,000 l,36a ?.35 $1,162,000 $15,700 
New Hrunpshire _ .... 53,000: 954 1.80 556,000 10,000 
Vermont.· -·········· lll,000 3,996 3.60 1, ll0,000 40,000 
Massachusetts ........ 117,000 3,685 3,lli l,32.2,000 45,000 
Rhode Island .. ···-·· 16,000 259 l.61 192,000 3,100 
Connecticut ..... . ... _ 00,000 2,5:92 4.32 696,000 30,700 
New York ........... m,000' 20,279 2.61 7,925,000 206,.900 
New Jersey .. _ ....... 165,000 5, 94-0 3.00 1,86!,ooo 67,100 
Pennsylvania ___ ..... l,Hl,000 37,995 3,33 11,410,000 a....~,000 
Delaware ....... ·· -·· 59,000 4,048. 6. 74 425,000 29,200 

~::~~: : :::::::::: 345,000 23,284 6. 74 2, 760,000 186,1300 
880,000 31,680 3.60 5,444,000 199,600 

West Virginia ____ .... 363,000 13,394 3.69 2,432,000 89,600 
North Carolina ....... 1,4.-65,000 55,638 " 3.96 10,397,000 401, 700 
South Carolina ..... _. m,ooo 43,038 ~~ 6,376,000 344,300 
Georgia ........... - .. 2.,098,000 169,938 14,057,000 1,138,000 
Florida ........ ..... . 954,000 85,860 9.00 4,961,000 446,500 
Ohio ... ·-···---······ 3,578,()()(}l 225,.414 6.30 29,34.0,000 1,848,4.00 
Indiana ___ . -· .. .... -- 4,031,000 453,487 11.25 31,039,000 3,491,900 
Illinois.-· ....... ... . - 4,6-1-0,000 897,.840 20.35 40,832,000 7,901,000 

~j~akai:n:::::::::::: 1,382,000 49, 752 3.60 :u, 747,000 422,800 
2,051,000. 51,680 2.52 19,690,000 496,200 

Minnesota-.. _ . _ .. ... . 1, 702,000 47,440 2. 70 17, 701,000 493,400 
Iowa·-···-······-···· 9r689,000 697, 708 7.20 94,952,000 &,837,GOO 
Missouri. ...... .. .. -. 4,491,000 646, 704 14.40 31,437,000 4,527,000 
North Dakota ... _ .... 359,000 4;846 1.35 3, 770,000 50,900 
South· Dakofa .... _. _. 1,104,000 37, 756 3.42 9,826,()()(). 336,000 

~~~~~:::: ::~:: :: ! 

4,267,000 230,418 5.40 37,550,000 2, 027, 700 
2,808,000 333,59(). 11.88 22, 183, 000 2, 635,300 

Kentucky .. ..... .... 1, 721,000 108,612 6,30: 9',310,000 586,500 
Tennessee ___ . __ .. __ .. 1,57 ,000 99, 162 6.30 9,601,000 604,900 
.Alabama_ .•.. __ ...... 1,533, 000· 89,680 5. 85 9,964,000 583,000 

r~:~~~~~: :::: :::: l,577,000" 106,447 6'. 75 10,250,000 692,000 
1,64Z,OOO 147, 780 9.00 9,524 000 ·1, 100 

Texas ...... ·--·-····· 2,544, 000 77,846 3.06 16,027,000 485,500 
Oklahoma. 1, 410,000 184,00S 13.05 7, 755, 000 1, 012 000 
.Arkansas ... ::: ~::~:: l , 738,000 218,988 12.00 9,385,000 1, 182,500 
Montana_ .. _ ....... .. 143,000 2,445 1. 70 l!,416)000 24,200 
Wyoming. -· ... - --· .. 43,060 464 LOS 370',000 3,900 
Colorado .. -- .•... - . -- , 211,000 3, 798 1.80 1,6 ,000 30,400 
New Mexico. __ ______ 50,000 720 1. 44. 410',000 5,900 
Arizona ..... __ .. __ ... 22,000 237 1. 08 231,000 2,500 
Utah .. --· ..... ____ .. 79-,000 1,la7 1.44. 711, 000 10, 200 
Nevada .............. 30,000 648 2.16 315,000 6,800 
Idaho ................ 212,000 2,671 1.25 1,696,000 21,300 
W asbington __ .... _ .. 24-6, 000 4',870' 1.98 2,337,000 48,200 
Oregon ..... ...... ... 258,000 a,ru 1.40 2,193,()()0. 31, 500 
Calilornia _____ ... _ ... 830,000 1 ,675 2.25 6,889,000 155,000 

United States .. 65,410,000 5,251,010 8.02 523, 328, 000 42, C4-2, 900 

U~iTED STATES DE.PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BuREAU Oli' ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 

Was1-bington, D. 0., Jan1iar11 4, 1913. 
P..l.RTIAL SU.llMAltY OF RESULTS OBTAINED FROM APPLICATIO~ OF BUREAU 

OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY'S ANTICH.OLERA SERU~ 

[All animals were kept undei: ordinary farm conditions.] 
October 19, 1908 (Michigan) : Infected herd. When visited 1 hog had 

died, 7 were sick, and 21 apparently well. Treated, 23 (3 of which were 
s1ck). Untreated, 5. 

Results: 'Treated, survived, 22 or approx.imntely 96 per cent; un
treated. SUJ!vived, none. 

October 20, 1908 (Michigo.n) : Herd slightly infected. Treated, 11 ; 
untreated, 4. 

Results: Treated, all remained well; untreated, all died. 
July 15, 1909 (Maryland) : Experiment. Owner had lo t nearly all of 

his herd. He bought 11 pigs and agreed to have some of these treated 
by the serum simultaneous method and' others inoculated with virus 
alone to sel've ns checks-. Treated, 7 ; virus alone. 3. 

Results : All treated animals- remained well ; all virus-alone animals 
died. 

August 25, 100!> (Virginia) : Data incomplete cm account of rcmote
ne of th~ he.rd, brrt reported th.at all trefited a.nima.ls remained well, 

hile all untreated on died. 
September 15, 1909 (Virginia) : Data incomplete. All treated animals 

remained well; all untreated animals died_ 
~ember 6, 1909 (Virginia gricultural Experiment Station}: Hei-d 

infected. Treated 43, many of which were ick ; untreated. none. 
Results~ Survived, 29, or approximately per cent; died, 14, or 

pproximateiy 32 per eent. 
December 21-22, 100{) (Virginia) : Herd very badly infecterl. .About 

3:> animals had died. and practically all of the survivors were showing 
symptom of hog cholera to ar greater or less degree. Treated, 113, 
many of hi-ch were ~ck ; untre-ated, 179. 

Results: Treated, survived, 79, Oi' app.roximately 60.!)1 per cent; 
ti·eated, died, 341 or approximately 30 per cent~ untreated, survivedt 111..t 
or approximately G2 p!!r ei:ent; untreated, died, 68, or • pprox:imate.iy 3i:s 
per cent-

This data is incomplete, as at last report some ot tile untreated ani
m~ls were said to have been "lookfug badly." 

February 18, 1910 (West Vil'ginia Hospital fol' Insane) : Fle'rdl in
f ted. Treated. 47 (many of whieh sh-Owed early symptoms of dis
ease) ; untreated, 52. 

Results : Treated, survivetl, 3G, or appro::dmater;v TO: per cent ; 
treated, died, 11, or appro;x;imately 24- per cent; untreated, died, 5~, 
or 100 per. cent. 

Ap.ril 16. 1910 · {Maryland) ~ Disease just beginning. Treated, 31 ; 
untreated, 16. 

N 
Re ul . : Fin.al report stated that all treated animals remained well. 

o ~tio was ma.de as to the untreated ones. 
;A.pril 16, 191(). ( cond herd, .Maryland) : Data incomplete; no de

tailed final repol"t. Only the general statement received that an 
treated animals remabred well. 

July 9, 1910 (Iowa}_: Ownet· had los~ ~be greater portion of his herd 
· a;iu ~ad proclll'e<l 14: pigs from one of his neighbor for this experiment. 
'Ihe SlIIlultnneous method. wa..s emp-l<>yed. Treated by, 11 ; virus alone, .. _ 

. Results: 'l'l."eate.d, SUIVlved, 8 or approximately 73 per cent; treated, 
died,. 3, Ol! approx:liilll.tely 27 per cent. All virus-alone animals died. 

July 21, 1910 (Nebraska) : Infected h.erd. Dntu incomplete. The 
tip.al report a.s to the effect that nearly all treated animals survived. 
No statement as to the untreated cmes 

November 12, 1910 (Washington, ri. c_ jail) : Hcrcl badly infected. 
Treated 18 ; untreated, exact number not known. . 

. Results : Treate!l. survived, 14, or approximately 78 per cent; treated, 
d1~d, 4 or approximately 22 per cent; unh·eatecl, no. exact data. Ile· 
ceived only the statement that all untreated animals died. 

December 2, 1910 (Maryland) : Di ease just b cti;nin<Y · 4 animals 
had died. Treated, 82; untreated, 34. . "' ~' 

Ites:a.Jts: Treated, survtved, 73, or approximntely 90 per cent; 
treated:, died, 9, or approximately 1(} per cent. 

(The report on the untreated ho~ is incomplete, but as near as could 
be determined 73 per eent died and 21 per cent urvived.) 

_March 3, 1911 (.Maryland As:ricoltural Experiment Station) : Herd 
slightly infected. Tren.ted, 42 (3 of which showed. the early symptoms 
of h-0g cholera) ; untreated, none. , 

. Results : Treated, survived, ·41, or approximately 98 per cent; treated, 
died, 1, or approximately 2 per cent. (This animal was one of those 
which were sick when treated.) 

March 16, 1911 (Vil'ginia) :- Herd badly infected. Treat cl, 24; nn
frea ted, 9. 

Result : Treated. survived', 18, or· 75 per cent ; treated, died, 6, or 25 
peT cent; untreated, died, 9, or 100 per c nt. 

December 20, 1911 (~ orth Carolina) : Herd not inrected. Tr ated, 
4 ; untreat.ed. n.one. -

Results: All an.imar r emained well. 
December 8, 1911 (Virginia) : Herd iruected. Treated, 8 ; un-

treated, 4. 
Results: Treated. surviyed. 6, or 75 per cent; treated, died, 2, or 25 

per cent; untreated, survrrnd, 1, or 2;) per cent; untreated died 3, or 
75- per cent. ' ' 1 

December - , 1911 (Maryland) : Ilerd badly infected. Approximatelv 
200 hogs had died. This herd is a very valuable one, being composed 
ol pure-bred Duroc-Jerseys. Treuted, 6; untreated, approximately 40. 

Results: All treated animals survived. No accurate figure given as 
to the untreated animals, only the g-cneral statement was received that 
"a large number had died." 

January 2, 1913 (Bureau of Animal Industry, Division ot Animal 
Husbandry) : Healthy herd, and was treated by tile serum simultane
ous method. Treated, 60; untreated. none. 

Results : All animals remained well. 
January 22, 1912 (Maryland) : Herd infected. One animal had di d 

and 3 were sick. Treated, 5 (3 of which were iek when treated) . Un
treated, none. 

Ilesults: Three. or 60 per cent, of these ·animals died (sick when 
freated) ; 2, or 40 per cent, of th-ese ·animals so.rv-ived (well when 
tr·ca.ted). 

Janmu:y 25. 1912 (Columbia Ilo pital for Dt>::rf) : Ilerd lxl.dly infected 
Trrented, 4. Numbe-r or unh·eated animals could not be ascertained. • 
un~~!i :0~! 1;,';;'Yctedn~tib1ea1ob=d~· Reliable data eonceming the 

J®rrary 26, 1!>12 (Fort Hunt, Va.) : Herd infected. Trented, 14: 
uncreated, 1 . 

Results: T~eated, survived, 13, or, approximately 93 per cent; dica, 
1, or :.i.pp1·ox1mately 7 per cent. ntreated.. survived, 8, or approxi-
mately 45 per cent; died, 10, or approximately 55 per cent. 

February 27 and April 20, 1912 (Government Ilospital for Insane, 
District of Colrunbin) : This herd was infected and kept under poor 
hygienic conditions. Treated, 120; untreated. 44. 

Ilcsults: Treated, survived, 118, or approximately 98 per cent; died, 
2. or approximately 2 per cent. Unt.re ted-no exact fiimres ould be 
ascertamed concerning these hogs, but the a ylum veterinarian placed it 
at approximately 90 per cent. 

Nov-ember -, 1912 (Iowa .Agricultural Colle"' ) : Di case jn t br.
ginning. One or two hogs not eating well. Treated, 24; untr ated, 3. 

Results: Treated, survived, 24 ; untreated, died , 3. 
December :1!4, 1912 (Virginia) : .Herd infeetcd. Treated, 4 ; ' Un· 

treated, 4. 
Results: Treated, urvived, 4, or 100 per cent; untreated, survived, 

1, or 25 per cent; untreated, died, 3, or 75 per eent. 
July, 1908, Kansas City, Kan . Ex:p~rimC'nt. Thirty-five youilt; 

shoats were purchased from a rarm where hog cholera bad not existed. 
These pigs, having been carried to tlle Kans as City stockyards, and 
being in chru.-ge of a committee appointed by the exchange, were treated 
n follows : Twenty-two ere injected itb anti-hog-cholera erum pre- • 
pared by the bUI·eatL Four \Vere injected with virulent hog-cooler 
blood. Nine were not treated in any manner. All were placed in a pen 
together. As was exp eted, the 4 p.igs inoculated wifh the virulent 
blood contracted hog cholera ithi:n a short time and all died. The !) 
" checks" contracted hog cholera from those Wch were inoculated 
with hog-ch le·ra blood, and they also died. The 22 pig h·eated wit 
tli.e serum r mained well, with the exception of one or two, which wer 
slightly affected on one or two days. It is not certain, ho ever, that 
the trouble witl1 the treated hogs was hog choler , as none died. All 
of the autop ies on the check anhn.als showed typical lesions of hog 
chol.e-rn. 

August, 1010 (Sonlb Oma.ha, Nebr .) : Experim nt. This e-xperiment 
was undertaken at tbe request of State officials and tbe Nebt'U ka Swine 
Breeders' As ociation. The Union Stock Yards o., of Sontb Omaha, 
nls-0 offered to cooperate and to bear the e:xpen. incident to the pur
chase and care of boo- nsed in the experiment. ThiJ.•ty pi•"'s. welghing 
from 40 to CO pounds, were purclmsed from a farm which had been frc 
from hog cholera for several years. 'These hogs were carl'ied to the 
stockyards and, on July 23, 1910. four of them were injected with blood 
from hogs sick of hog cholera.. Tbese injed d pi"'S, which we1·e p-laced 
In a fen by themselves. became sick on the 28th of July, at which time 
18 o: the remfiln.ing. pigs were gfren one dose of the serum, hile the 
other 8 pigs were not treated in an:y way. The 18 serum-treated pig;; 
and tile 8 untreated pigs were then placed in the same pen wltb the 4. 
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pigs which had been made sick of hog cholera.. The four pigs which 
were inoculated with hog cholera all died. The eight untreated check 
pig;> all contracted hog cbolera from the four inoculated ones. The 18 
pig hich were gtven serum and which were confined in the same pen 
with the 4 origirutl sick pigs and with the 8 untreated pigs, which 
became sick, rema tned perfectly well and were finally turned over to the 
officials of the stockyards company upon the completion of the experi
ment on September 17, lfHO. 

In conclusion, the total number of hogs treated by both the serum
alone and the serum-simultaneous methods in the above demonstra
tions was 744, of which 613, or approximately 82 per cent, survived, 
while of the untreated hogs, which numbered 362, 228, or approximately 
65 per cent, died_ The figures given showing the percentage of the un
treated animals which died are not absolutely correct in thaf in the 
case of two herds the report was to the effect that a large number of 
untreated hogs died, while in four herds it was reported that all un
treated animals died. As we had no definite data as to the number of 
untreated animals Jn these herds, they were not considered in figuring 
the percentage. 

NOTE.-ln addition to the above-described demonstration experiments, 
a number of similar experiments have been carri~d out; but the record3 
of these tests are not immediately availaWe. If the committee desires, 
~hey will be secured and furnished later. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. l\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. Before I commence to speak upon this amend
ment I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. GooD] to the fact that his own State has only spent $2,500, 
according to the official statement upon page 29 of the hearings, 
in attempting to control hog cholera. While the States of the 
Union are spending $200,000 annually in combating hog cholera 
the great State of Iowa has spent only the am0tmt of $2,500 
during the past year. Now that is a fact, gentlemen--

Ur. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
.Mr. l\IOSS of Indiana. Yes; with pleasure. 
l\Ir. GOOD. In making these appropriations is it the theory 

that the States are to expend the money for eradicating and 
preventing this disease? 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I will come to that in a moment. I 
want to emphasize the fact that while othei· States of the 
Union are spending $200,000 that Iowa is only spending $2,500. 
Now, bog cholera comes under the class of diseases for which 
the United States Government has worked out a formula. This 
formula has been patented by Dr. Dorsett and giT"en for the 
free use of our people. Serum is not claimed to be a cure of 
hog cholera but a preventive, and having worked out this 
formula, they have turned it over to the States of the Union 
and they have asked State authorities to apply it in each in
dividual case. This is precisely what the National Government 
ought to do. The National Government having perfected wh;1t 
it claims to be an absolute preventive of hog cholera, the 
National Government called in all tlle experiment stations of 
the different States of the Union and gave public demonstration 
of bow to produce the serum and how to apply it properly. 
They then gave this important work oyer to the different States 
of the Union. In taking this action the National Government 
has in a very proper way proceeded to the carrying of applied 
science to the agricultural sections of the United States. · I 
am glad to see the new interest in this project, and I claim 
some credit for my committee that we have given through our 
hearings the information which has stimulated this activity on 
this floor to-day. The real g1·ound for complaint is that the 
Department of Agriculture has never yet given sufficient public 
demonstrations to prove conclusively the fact that serum lB a 
hog cholera preventive. That is the only question to be 
demonstrated. They have made only two public demonstration~, 
one involving the use of only 30 hogs and the other the use 
of only 35 hogs during these years since 1906. It is not suffi
cient proof to rest the reputation of this remedy on two public 
demonstrations using only 65 hogs. We have had this remedy 
since 1906, and the fact is that the loss by hog cholera has not 
diminished but has actually increased. Now this creates a 
legitimate field for valuable demonstration work; it is a call to 
the Agricultural Department to go out among the farme1·s anrl 
to the different States and demonstrate the efficacy of thls 
remedy; to prove whether the States are or are not carrying 
out the work in the proper manner and whether the serum 
is or is not a reliable preventive. But that work can not 
possibly take $200,000. There is no question about that. To 
appropriate $200,000 for such a purpose would be a gross ex
travagance. I come from the fourth hog-growing State in the 
Union, and I am proud of it. 

Indiana is the fourth greatest hog-growing State in the Union, 
but our farmers will condemn as gross extravagance the use of 
$200,000 to demonstrate the efficiency of hog serum. The 
amount of money we are spending to eradicate the cattle ti.C'k 
has nothing to do with this question. I hope to ha.Ye some
thing to say upon that later on. I understand that the Com
mittee on Agriculture at the proper time is prepared to present 
an amendment appropriating $4.5,000 for demonstrntion work in 

cholera. .According to the testimony in the bearings this will 
carry the work to four centers, or organize this work in four 
different States of the Union through the Department of Ani
may Industry to demonstrate the fact whethei· the hog cholera 
serum is a preventive or not, and when that amendment comes 
on the floor of the House I propose to support it. The States 
of the Union themselves are spending $200,000 per year at least 
to demonstrate the serum remedy. In Indiana our State experi
ment station manufactures hog-cholera sen1m and supplies it 
at cost to our farmers. I am proud of the fact that my State 
is one of the pioneers in this work, and while our experiment 
station is furnishing serum to the farmers of my State, in the 
great State of Iowa, according to the official statement, they 
are only expending $2,500 in this work, so I do not think it is 
fair for a representative of that State to insist that $200,000 be 
given to this work by the National Government. The great 
losses from hog cholera justify every effort to prove that tllese 
losses may be prevented and the very best methods of securing 
these results. The appropriation of $45,000 will secure these 
ends as surely as will the larger one of $200,000, and I trust 
that the committee will act in a conservative manner. 

l\fr. LAl\fB. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman for his 
statement, and it will cause me to make my remarks shorter 
than they otherwise would be. I want to say to· the committee 
that this matter particularly was not presented to the com
mittee until the bill was made up, and then some gentleman 
came in and presented this subject. I sent for Dr. Melvin and 
had a conversation with him touching the matter, and after 
consultation with him the committee agreed to offer the amend
ment referred to here, giving $45,000 for investigation along 
this line, furnishing the States with the information so that 
the States could do this work. And my colleague here was 
authorized to draw the amendment, and I ask him now to pre
sent the substitute--

Mr. HA.l\ITLTON of Michigan. l\!ay I ask the gentleman a 
question? Where does the gentleman propose to have this 
amenclment introduced? 

l\Ir. ~'1B. Right here at the end of this paragraph. 
Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. How much does he propose? 
Mr. LAMB. Forty-fiye thousand dollars. 
Mr. HA.l\ITLTON of Michigan. To be devoted to what? 
Mr. LAMB. To this serum work. 
l\fr. HA1i1IL'l'ON of :Michigan. Does he think that will be 

enough? 
Mr. LAMB. That is what Dr. Melvin thinks, and Mr. Moss 

also agrees with me. 
l\Ir. HAMILTON of Michigan. How many States 'vonld this 

demonstration reach? 
Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Three centers, with four counties to a 

center. 
l\Ir. HA.l\fILTON of Michigan. Does the gentleman think that 

is enough? 
Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Enough to determine whether it is 

safe, or whether we have agricultlll'al experiments in erery 
State in the Union, and the moment we can demonstrate the 
methods employed are sufficient, the States may take up the 
work. 

l\fr. HA.MILTON of l\lichigan. Let me make a suggestion to 
the gentleman. I have just been reading the testimony before 
th.e gentleman's committee, and I judge from Dr. Melvin's state
ment that as a preventive this serum which is being developed 
is absolutely reliable. I think the gentleman will agree with 
me that that is his testimony. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana- That is his testimony, but I will not 
agree that the testimony is correct. I do not believe it is 
reliable. 

.l\Ir. HAMILTON of Michigan. Dr. Melvin testified that it is 
absolutely reliable. There is one thing in that connection-

The CHAIRMAl~. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. l\Ioss] has expired. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

Mr: MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I haYe the floor. 
I think the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa 

[Mr. Goon] is a very reasonable one. It deals with a very im
portant subject. If it is worth while to appropriate $325,000 to 
eradicate cattle tick in the Southern States, it ought to be worth 
while to appropriate $200,000 to eradicate hog cholera. The hog 
values of the Nation are almost equal to the cattle values. 

I think the annual value of beef cattle raised in this country 
is about $790,000,000, while the average annual value of the hogs 
raised in the country is about $528,000,000. No dollar of public 
money has been expended in an attempt to eradicate hog cholera, 
and the time has_ come when the States of the Union ought to 
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demand of the Federal Gornrnment some recognition of this 
great industry. 

It has been said that no serum has yet been discovered which 
is efficacious in the eradication of hog cholera, but the testimony 
of men who are qualified to speak is to the effect that a serum 
has been discovered which is effective. Two hundred thousand 
dollars is not a large sum for so important an object. 

1\Ir. LA1\1B. If the gentleman will permit me, I will say that 
Dr. Melvin has stated that $45,000 will do. 

Mr. MADDEN. If Dr. Melvin said that lj)45,000 is sufficient, 
why does Dr. Melvin and those connected with the Department 
of Agriculture think it is .necessary to expend $325,000 for an 
object not more important than hog raising? 

l\fr. l\IOSS of Indiana. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The CHAIRl\1.AN. Does the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. 1\1..ADDEN. Certainly. 
l\Ir. l\IOSS of Indiana. Does tl).e gentleman mean $200,000 

to eradicate hog cholera by a cure, or $200,000 to demonstrate 
the proper method of applying the serum? What does the gen
tleman mean by the expenditure of $200,000? 

l\Ir. MADDEN. What I mean by the expenditure of $200,000 
from the Federal Treasu.ry is to use that money for every legiti
mate purpose, with the end in view ot eradicating the hog 
cholera, and thereby enabling the men who are engaged in the 
industry of raising hogs to get the best possible percentage of 
hogs which can be grown and sold to the people of the United 
States. , 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
again yield for a question? 

Mr. l\'.IADDEN. Yes. 
l\Ir. MOSS of Indiana. Does the gentleman believe that with 

$200,000 the Department of Agriculture can go into all parts 
of the United States and make such a demonstration as the 
gentleman is talking about? 

l\Ir. MADDEN. I belieYe the Agricultural Department of 
the United States should go into every part of the United States 
where it is necessary to go in order to demonstrate to the people 
who are engaged in the business of raising hogs how they can 
successfully raise them, and how hog cholera can be successfully 
era di ca ted. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. That is not the question that I asked 
of the gentleman. What I asked the gentleman was if he be
lieved he could take $200,000 and do that work? 

l\Ir. MADDEN. I think so; . and after they have made the 
experiment and it is discovered that more than $200,000 is 
needed, then I think it will become the duty of the United 
States to make any ' further appropriation that may be needed 
to accomplish the object in Yiew. 

Mr. l\IOSS of Indiana. I believe with the gentleman there, 
but I want to ask the gentleman another question. 

l\Ir. MADDEN. "Very well. 
Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Is it not a fact that with $45,000 it 

will be demonstrated whether or not the serum is an effective 
preventive against hog cholera, just as certainly as it would 
be with an appropriation of $200,000? 

l\Ir . .MADDEN. I can not say that that will be so, because 
with an expenditure of $45,000 the department will be limited 
in its eA."l)eriments to one or two or three experimental stations, 
and I believe that experiment stations should be established 
in eyery section of the country. 

l\Ir, MOSS of Indiana. I know that the gentleman is thor
oughly familiar with the testimony, because he was present at 
the hearings when the testimony was taken by the committee. 
Now, Dr. Melvin claimed that the appropriation should be 
made in multiples of $15,000, and therefore if $45,000 were 
appropriated they would haye experiments going on at three 
different points. If $200,000 were appropriated, experiments 
could be conducted at 13 different points. The only difference 
between the $45,000 proposed and the $200,000 suggested by 
the gentleman would be the difference between conducting ex
periments at 3 stations and conducting them at 13 stations. 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes; and experiments should be conducted 
within the territory embraced between the 13 stations. 

l\Ir. MOSS of Indiana. It will be the difference between 
3 points and 13 points? 

l\Ir. MADDEN. Yes; but there is no more reason why the 
experiments sllould be conducted at 3 points than there is 
that they should be conducted at 13 points. The fact is that 
eyery section of the Union is entitled to exactly the same 
treatment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex1)ired. 
l\Ir. HAMILTON of Michigan. l\fr. Chairman, I move to 

strike out the last two words. · 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HAM

ILTON] moves to strike out the last two words. 

l\Ir. HAMILTON of Michigan. I think there is some misun
derstanding as to the amount recommended by Dr. Melvin, and 
I therefore call attention to the testimony of Dr. Melvin before 
the committee of which the gentleman from Indiana [l\fr. Moss] 
is chairman. Mr. SLOAN asked him this question : 

For the ensuing year, what reasonable amount of funds might pru
dently and effectively be used along the lines you suggest? 

Dr. MELVIK. Of course, in demonstration work of this character the 
committee would consider that estimates that we made might materially 
b~ decreased later, as when the methods "°ere put into practical opera
tion by States, and we would have to, in making any estimates, figure 
on the maximum expenses rather than on the minimum· expenses, be
cause we would not care to undertake an experiment of this sort with
out being able to put it through successfully. I think that in taking a 
block of counties of, say, four in a State, considering the maximum 
number of men that we would require and the maximum amount of 
serum that we would require, and all that, it would be an item of prob
ably $15,000 for that block of counties. 

Now the question is, How many blocks of counties would be 
needed in the experiment? The gentleman's suggestion of an 
amendment is based upon the idea that there .should be only 
three e:x:verimental stations. Now, I have doubt about three 
being enough. This is a question involving the meat supply of 
the United States. In the last 10 years, according to informa
tion furnished by the last census and according to figures of the 
Agricultural Department, our population increased 21 per cent. 
l\filch cows increased 20 per cent; beef and other cattle, if I 
ha ·rn the figures correctly in mind, decreased 18 per cent; sheep 
decreased 14 per cent; and hogs decreased 7 per cent. There is 
nothing more devastating among farm animals than hog cholera. 
Therefore there is nothing of more material interest as involv
ing the food supply of the country than this very question of 
hog cholera. :So it seems to me we ought to consider very care
fully the amount of the appropriation. I would not advocate 
an e:x:cessi•e appropriation, but I would advocate an appropria
tion that would. be sufficient to put this serum into as many 
hands as possible for effective use. 

l\Ir. l\IOSS of Indiana. In the first place, take Dr. l\Ielvin's 
testimony that the appropriation ought to be in multiples of 
$15,000. 

l\Ir. HA.l\IILTOX of Michigan. Yes. 
Mr. MOSS of Indiana. The gentleman is also aware that the 

different States are also experimenting with the serum cure. 
l\Ir. HA.l\IILTON of Michigan. I understand they are; but I 

understand that some of the serums put forth by the various 
States are not efficient. I get that from Dr. Melvin's testimony. 
Is not that the gentleman's understanding also? 

Mr. 1\IOSS of Indiana. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 
It is not the serum from the States, but some of this serum is 
also being manufactured by prirnte parties and being sold, and 
it is that serum which is being manufactured from private 
sources that he says is inefficient. I do not understand that 
Dr. Melvin challenges any serum that is being put out from 
State sources. 

.Mr. HAl\HLTOK of Michigan. It may be that the gentleman 
is right, but I understood that it was from State sources, and I 
understood that it was because of inefficient manufacture or 
production of the serum. 

. l\Ir. l\IOSS of Indiana. I think the gentleman is aware of the 
fact that in Indiana we have · a station supported by the State, 
where they manufacture the serum under the formula of the 
National Government, .and it is supplied to any farmer in the 
State at cost through a veterinarian. The experiment is going 
on in all parts of Indiana. The same thing is done in prac
tically every hog State. The question is: Why are not the 
ravages of hog cholera being checked? And on the part of 
those people who originally brought this question to the atten
tion of Congress the contention is that the National Govern
ment ought to go out on a campaign of education, taking this 
serum and making public demonstrations sufficient to prove to 
the people of the United States the proper method of its use. 

Mr. HOBSON rose. 
Mr. LAMB. l\Ir . . Chairman, I hope the committee may be 

heard on this proposition. 
Mr. MANN. Can you not fix a time to close debate? 
l\Ir. LAMB. If the Members of the House will turn to page 

10, they will find that this $620,000 in a lump sum provides for 
the purchase in open market of samples of all tubercular serums 
and analogous products of foreign and domestic manufacture 
which are sold in the United States for the prevention, protec
tion, treatment, and cure of diseases of domestic animals. In 
addition to that I have from Dr. Melvin in private conversa
tion information as to the amount of money that will be nec
essary. I know nothing about the hearings before the Com
mittee on Expenditures in the Agricultural Department, but I 
am surprised tJ find ·that the views of the gentleman from In
diana [Mr. l\Ioss] coincide so much with mine. I want to say 
to gentlemen that an amendment .will be offered covering the 

' . 
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whole thing and gin~ you sufficient money to test these matters. 
You are not going into the States to tell the people what to do, 
as you do in the cattle-tick business. The States ha-rn to buy 
the serum after the Department of Agriculture ascertains what 
will -destroy the cholera and do the work. I am informed by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FosTER] that the State of Illi
nois is now doing that. 

.Mr. HAl\IILTOX of Michigan. What is the State doing? 
:;\Ir. FOSTER The State of Illinois is furnishing a serum; 

they haye established a laboratory. 
Mr. HAMII,.TON of :Michigan. So has Michigan, but not effi

ciently nor effecti\ely. 
Mr. FOSTER. I do not know how much they furnish. Orig

inally the National Goyernment helped the State to establish a 
laboratory. For instance, they would have to have an old im
mune hog. I am informed by the gentleman from Indiana [l\Ir. 
l\Ioss] that the State of Illinois spends $22,500 in this work. 

Mr. MANN. The State of Illinois raises more fat hogs and 
loses more by cholera than any other State in the Nation. 

1\Ir. FOSTER. Yes; the great trouble with Illinois has been 
in shipping hogs from some other State into our State. 

.Mr. HAMILTON of l\fichigan. The stockyards at Chica.go 
make that record? 

Mr. FOS'l'ER. Oh, no. 
Mr. HA.MILTON of Michigan. You lose a great many hogs 

in the stockyards. 
Mr. HOBSON rose. 
~Ir. LA.MB. I will yield to the gentleman from Alabama for 

a question. 
The OHAIRMAl~. The gentleman from Alabama. 
:.\Ir. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, am I recognized simply to ask 

the gentleman from Virginia a question, or am I recognized for 
firn minutes? 

Mr. LA...'1B. I will yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I moYe to strike out the lust 
word. It is a question whether this work that is proposed to 
be done with the money ca1Tied by this amendment is available 
or not, or whether it should be available for more than simply 
demonstration purposes as to its present efficiency so as to 
cover further experimentation and develop greater efficiency, 
both for curative as well as for demonstration purposes. 

l\Ir, LA.MB. We propose to divert $45,000 especially for that 
work. 

l\Ir. HOBSON. I do .not belieYe we ought to be limited. If 
they need more money that money ought to be provided, so 
that the field coyered should not simply be an ocular demon
stration to the people of localities of the effectiveness of exist
ing serum, but to the manufacture of serum, now in an experi
mental stage, and the GoYernment can very properly encourage 
investigations as to that manufacture. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. It is in the experimental stage. 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Ohairman, I would like to call the atten

tion of the gentleman from Alabama to the fact that since 1908 
an almost perfect serum for the pre'.:cntion of hog cholera has 
been in use by the Governm~nt. The testimony of Dr. Melvin 
is that h~ cnn not push out this serum so it will be of benefit 
to thonsands of farmers who are losing hogs by cholera be
cause of the insufficiency of the fund-that it would take a 
great deal of money. If the gentleman from Alabama would 
yield long enough I would like to read to gentlemen from Dr. 
Melvin's statement on how perfect that serum is. 

Mr. HOBSON. I think I agTee with the gentleman from 
Iown, and that the great need of the whole Go\ernment is that 
its ayailable information should be taken down to the people for 
actual practical use. But the fact remains that the question of 
serum h~s not passed beyond tile experimental stage. If I did 
not go further I could quote many statements ·by gentlemen 
that in many cases the manufacture of this serum is not as per
fect as could be wished. Take my own district. We have been 
calling on the Government to make a demonstration. Yester
day we had an appeal that cholera had sprung up in a peculiar 
way, and they wanted the Government to send down and test 
300 hogs, and actually the United States Government did not 
have enough serum to inoculate 100 hogs, and they would have 
to go to Ames, Iowa, and see if perhaps they could not get 
them to work some kind of a manufacturing process to supply 
. erum for 200 hogs for a special purpose. 

The OHA.IRMA.J.~. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

~Ir. GREEN of Io"a. l\Ir. C.hnirmn.n, I do not believe the 
committee understand the jmportance of this question. It is 
not alone in the interest of the farmers, but it is in the interest 
of the public at large, n.nd e pecially the laboring man. I repre
sent a distri<;t which is one of the largest producers of swine 
in this counfry. I have had some practical experience in rais-

ing these animals myself. Hogs are now quoted in the Chicago 
market at 8 to 9 cents a pound, live weight. I ha\e no hesita
tion in saying, from actual experience, that if hog cholera 
could be stamped out hog could be produced in Iowa so that 
they could and would be sold in the Chicago market for 4 to 5 
cents a pound. 

They could be produced there at a profit at the latter price 
if there was no cholera. We can not do anything more in this 
House to reduce the cost of living to the poor man than to give 
him what was formerly his cheap meat, and to do that we will 
have to make some substantial provision for stamping out all 
hog cholera. That is what we need here more than anything 
else to reduce the cost of living. I kn.ow, from experiments in 
my own district, that the Government serum hns been fairly, 
successful, but the only trouble has been, as the gentleman 
from Alabama [l\Ir. HoBsoN] has stated, that the G-Overnment 
did not have enough of it to use in any substantial quantity. 

Mr. HOBSON. And until you can get a sufficient quantity 
you can not standardize the manufacture. It is now made in 
such an infinitesimal scale that it can not be made efficient and 
effecti\e. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. '1.'he gentleman is absolutely correct . 
We have found also that the serum furnished by the State is 
not effective and has not been of advantage to the users. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. On what does the gentleman base his 
statement that the serum produced by the State is not effecti\e? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Because people who are reliable hnse 
written me to that effect, and I believe their statements. 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Then the gentle.man is basing it on 
the statement of some one whose hogs were vaccinated with it 
and failed to escape from the ravages of cholera? 

l\Ir. GREEN of Iowa. What better authority could I ha-ve? 
Mr. MOSS of Indiana. I just wanted to know. 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I have taken it from actual experi

ments and workings of the use of the serum, and I have taken 
the effect of the Government serum from the same source. If 
this House wants to reduce the cost of living, it can do it in no 
more effective way than to give a liberal appropriation for the 
purpose of stamping out hog cholera. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Certainly. 
Mr. GOOD. Mr. Ohairma..n, to show that the serum that has 

been manufactured by the Government is a little beyond the 
stages of experiment, I want to read from the testimony of Dr. 
Melvin, who says of one experiment: 

July, 1908, Kansas City experiment. Thirty-five young shoats were 
purchased from a farm where hog cholera bad not existed. These pigs, 
having been carried to Kansas City stockyards and being in charge of a 
committee appointed by the exchange, were treated as follows: Twenty
two were injected with antihog-cholera serum prepared by the bureau; 
4 were injected with virulent hog-cholera blood ; 9 were not treated in 
any manner. All were placed in the pen together. As was expected, 
the 4 pigs inoculated by virulent blood contracted hog cholera within a 
short time and died. The 9 checks contracted hog cholera from those 
which were inoculated with hog-cholera blood, and they also died. The 
22 pigs treated with the serum remained well, with the exception of 1 
or 2 which were slightly aJrected on one or two days. It is not cer
tain, however, that the trouble with the treated hogs was hog cholera, 
as none died. 

Mr. Chairman, if that does not show that the serum manufac
tured by the Government is away beyond the stage of experi
ment, then I do not understand the English language. 

Mr. HOBSON. The trouble is with the manufacture of it. 
Mr. GOOD. The trouble has been with the manufacturers of 

patent medicines. They have never wanted the Government to 
manufacture serum that was worth anything. The manufac
turers of worthless patent medicines have stood as a bar to giv
ing to the people of this country an effective hog-cholera 
remedy. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, can not we have some agree
ment by unanimous consent with reference to the time that this 
debate sb.all run? 

Mr. LA.MB. Mr. Ob.airman, I will try to do that presently. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, the question which concerns 

the House the most at this time is not as to the number of 
hogs that die from cholera but what will we do with the serum, 
what is its merit? Will the serum when properly applied 
protect hogs from hog cholera? Will it cure, will it prevent hog 
cholera? Is it of practical value? And as to th.at I think it is 
safe and well for us to accept the statement of Dr. Melvin, who 
claims the credit of having discovered this serum. I will read 
from his letter of September 25, 1907, to the Secretary. He 
says : 

The result obtained shows quite clearly that a comparatively certain 
method of protecting hogs frnm hog cholera has been discovered. 

In Bulletins Nos. 72 and 102 we find that extensive experiments 
have been ma.de, with splendid results; in fact, all the bulletins 
and Government reports printed on the subject corroborated 
Dr! Melvin's statement that the serum is a comparatively 
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certain method, not as a cure nor a -certain preventative, but a 
comparatively certain method of preYenting hogs from hog 
cholera. On the other hand, 1'"e find a number of people skepti
cal as to its practical rnlue. I hold in my hand a clipping from 
an Iowa daily. The editorial therein comments on the Iowa 
State Legislature's dealing with the problem. It states that 
the State legi lature is stumped and afraid to tackle the propo
sition. Its special Des Moines correspondent calls attention 
to a letter written by Park, Davis & Co., a company which I 
beliern is, if not the largest, one of the largest manufacturei·s of 
drugs and medicines, reliable and, I belieYe, in high standing. 
The Jetter, purported to be written by the firm, states that the 
firm llas for 20 years been experimenting on the subject of hog 
cholera and proper methods of treatment, and has investigated 
a great many proposed remedies for the control of this disease, 
but thus far it has not been sufficiently impre sed with any 
product that it has inyestigated to warrant the firm's recom
mending it or putting it on the market. They add that they 
have spent considerable money in investigating this particular 
hog-cholera serum, and after so doing they come to the con
clu ion not to embark in the manufacture of this product, be
cause it was altogether too tmcertain in its action to war
rant their doing so. They call attention to the National Live 
Stock Sanitary Association, which met in Chicago in December, 
including our own State veterinary, taking strong exception to 
the product; also to the fact that Canadian newspaper clippings, 
of recent date, go to show that the Canadian Government at 
Ottawa has become so skeptical regarding this serum that they 
have prohibited its being imported into Canadian territory. 
- Mr. BOOHER. 1\Ir. Chairman, wi11 the gentleman yield 
there for a question? 

l\fr. HAUGEN. CertainJy. . 
1\lr. BOOHER. If the Government has discovered a formula 

for the pre-vention of hog cholera, what is there to prevent the 
Government authorities from making that known to the State 
and county authorities? 

l\Ir. HAUGEN. That js exactly what the department did. 
Tlle department claims that it has made a discovery which 
has merit, and others claim that it has no merit and that it is 
of no practical value. We have been trying to force this onto 
the States. The department maintains a station in our State 
within a mile of the gentleman's district, a few miles from 
his home. This station has been maintained at Government 
expense with a scientist in charge to demonstrate to the people 
of Iowa and the country that this discovery, the serum, is of 
value, not as a cure, but a pre1entative of hog cholera. 

Mr. l\fcKENZIE. . How much money was ex.pended last year 
for the purpose of eradicating hog cholera? 

.l\Ir. HAUGEN. In the State of Iowa? 
l\Ir. McKENZIE. No; by the United States Agriculture 

Department. 
.l\lr. HAUGEN. .My understanding is that the department 

expended about $10,000 last year, besides the States appro
priated large sums of money for the purpose of advancing the 
serum treatment, as, for instance-
Ohio appropriated--------------------------------------- $40, 000 
Pennsylvania appropriated________________________________ 25, 000 
Missouri appropriated------------------------------------ 25, 000 
Illinois appropriated------------------------------------- 22, 500 
Nebraska appropriated-- --------------------------------- 15, 000 
Minnesota appropriated----------------------------------- 6, 000 
Iowa appropriated--------------------------------------- 2, 500 

In all, more than 25 States have appropriated money for the 
purpose. 
- The department and the committee have been criticized for 
not expending more money. One gentleman says that the de
partment docs not keep enough serum on hand to supply the 
demand. Well, let us see about that. Congress appropriated 
$600,000 for the current year and the committee has recom
mended $620,000 for the coming year for the lump sum under 
consideration. If only $10,000 of that amount was used for 
providing the people with the serum and demonstrating the best 
method of preventing cholera, it is not the fault of Congress, 
as every dollar of the $GOO,OOO was available for that one pur
_po ·e, and I further submit that if the department used only 
$10,000 out of the $600,000 appropriation for this purpose, and 
if the department got all the money it asked for, then that is 
evidence that the $10,000 was all that it deemed necessary to 
e:l.1.Jenc.l, and that tlle department adhered to the plan suggested 
iu its report and bulletin; that is, that after the department 
hnd made tlle discovery of the serum and had demonstra tell its 
valne the States sl10uld carry out the work. 

No"'·· a word about lump-sum appropriation. In thls bill, as 
in m:my other l>ills, we necessarily make lump-sum approprfa
tion for n m1m1Jer of projects and Jeaye it to the discretion and 
jnclgmeut of tlle devartment as to how and for what project or 

projects it is to be expended, as it is impossible for Congress to 
determine in ad\ance the amount necessary for each project, 
for it can not foresee the emergencies that may arise. Further
more, if .appropriations are made for specific projects, the work 
of an employee whose salary is paid out of this one specific 
fund must be confined to that one project, and it is often neces
sary to send a number of men to the same place to carry on 
different and other lines of work, whereas one employee, if 
paid from the lump-sum appropriation, may work on a number 
of projects and thereby save expense to the Government. Henco 
it seems wise in many instances to appropriate lump sum for 
several items and lea-re it to the department to determine how 
and for what project or projects the money shall be expended. 
1.rhat is what we ha-re in this case; and, Mr. Chairman, with a 
man at the head of the department who has alwys ·taken deep 
interest in matters of this kind, it seemed safe at the time the 
appropriation was made for Congress to trust to the judgment of 
the department to apportion the lump-sum appropriation between 
the projects; and considering it all, if Congress could not trust 
the department with apportioning that lump sum, what depart
ment could be trusted with apportioning lump sums appropri
ated? Now, this is quite different. A question has been raised 
as to the practical value of the serum, and the committee, after 
consideration, decided to recommend that the appropriation for 
the current year of $GOO,OOO be increased to $G20,000, with a 
proviso that not less than $45,000 should be set aside for 
demonstrating the best methods of preventing hog cholera. 

If the amendment agreed to by the committee is adopted, then 
the department must set aside $45,000 for that purpose, and the 
$45,000 can not be used for any other purpose. If other amend
ments proposed to simply increase the lump-sum appropriations 
are adopted, the department is left to do as it pleases, whether 
it will use a dollar for the purpdse or not, and in all probabil
ity it will use the same amount used l.Jeretofore. The purpose . 
sought by the committee is to compel the department to dem
onstrate ancl settle the question whether the serum has any 
practical value or not. The committee thought that inasmuch as 
its merit had been questioned it is due that the department 
should demonstrate as to its practical yalue; and if, after it 
has been gi-ren a thorough trial and its yalue is determined, and 
if found of \alue Congress can then appropriate or turn it over 
to the State as suggested and as was done by the department. 
In short, first ascertain its value, then appropriate and apply, 
the remedy. That is what an ordinary business man would do, 
and it seems to me that that would be the proper thing for Con
gress to do, and I trust that the proposed amendments to simply. 
increase the lump-sum appropriation, without a pro·viso instruct
ing the department in the matt~r, whlch may defeat the pur
pose sought by the committee, will not be agreed to . 

Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as there is difference of opinion as 
to the practical value of the serum, for the benefit of those who 
may care to have the information given in the reports, bulle
tins, and clippings which I have referred to, and without ex
pressing any opinion as to its merit, I send to the Clerk's desk 
bulletins, reports, and clippings referred to and ask that ex
tracts of same be read and printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN, It will be read ill the gentleman's time. 
Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAUGEN. I yield, but I would prefer to have this ar-

ticle read first. · 
Mr. GOOD. Who is the author of this article about to be 

read? 
Mr. HAUGEN. It will explain itself. 
Mr. GOOD. I would like to know--
Mr. HAUGEN. I say it is an editorial from a daily paper 

and from a special correspondent of this paper, and it will 
explain itself. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
HOG-CHOLERA. CURE. 

The Iowa Legislature, with the facilities within her borders for 
fighting hog cholera, seems to be stumped and afraid to tackle the 
proposition. * • * 

Dr. W. B. Niles, of .Ames, an animal-husbandt·y man working for 
the United States Government, is the scientist who bas perfected the 
cure. Dr. Niles is not connected in any way with the State agricul
tural college. His work is entirely independent of the work of the 
State institution. His laboratory was established there because Ames 
was his home. The .Ames College has made no effort toward working 
out a cure except to follow the directions of Dr·. Niles. 

The following from the Times special Des Moines correspondent says : 
"A note of discord in the movement to have the State of Iowa go 

somewhat deeper into the manufacture of serum for the treatment of 
hog cholera appeared when Representative Grout, of Illackbawk, showed 
members a letter he has received on the subject that will be of very 
great 'interest to all stockmen. He had written the firm of Parke, Davis 
& Co., Detroit, to see if it would be possible to secure from a reputable 
fil·m of manufacturing pharmacists a supply of serum for use in Iowa 
in case it is not possible to get the right legislation fot• a State labora-
tory. In the reply this well-established firm said : . 

"'From your lette1· we judge that you have in mind tbe serum or 
sera recommended by the Bureau of Animal Industry of the Depat·tment 
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of A"'riculture, Washington. We may state that we have for something 
over "'20 years been experimenting on the subject of hog cholera and the 
proper method of treatment. We have investigated a great many pro
posed remedies for the contrnl of this disease. Thus far '!e have not 
been sufficiently impressed with any product that we have mvestlga~ed 
to warrant us in the belief that we could place it on the market with 
the assurance that it would be affording a sufficient measi.u-e. of success, 
either as a prophylactic or curative agent, to warrant our dorng so. 

" • Referring specifically to the so-called " hog-choler.a serum," after 
spending considerable money in investigating the question, we ca~e to 
the conclusion about a year ago that we did not wish to embark m the 
manufacture of these products, chiefly because we felt .they were alto
gether too uncertain in their action to warrant our ~omg so. .We see 
no reason for changing our. a~itu~e at the present t~~e. Particularly 
does this conclusion seem wise m view of the recent ~rihcisms that have 
been offered against these products a~ the last. meetmg of .the Nationa.l 
Live Stock Sanitary Association, which met m Chicago m December. 
Your own State veterinarian, if we are not mistaken, took very strong 
exception to the products. T\'c learn from a Canadian newspaper clip
pin"' of recent date that the Canadian Government at Ottawa bas be
conre SO skeptical regarding the value of these SE}rums that they have 
prohibited their being imported into Canadian territory. . . 

•( • '.ro sum the matter up, we do not feel warranted m .. makmg any 
prnvision at this time for the manufactlll'e of the so-called hog-cholera 
scrums," and do not anticipate placing them on the ~arket. 'Ye regret 
very much that it ls necessary for us to come ~o. ~h}S conclus10n, espe
cially as we realize the great commercial _Possibilities of a successful 
agent for controlling bog cholera, but in view of our knowledge up. to 
the present time and our own experience we are ~orced to the co_nclusion 
that we can not ·render sufficiently valuable service to the farnung com
munity to warrant our placin"' the products on the market.' 

" This is taken by members"' not to mean that no good can come fro~ 
the manufacture of the serums, but that great care shol!l~ be .taken m 
the matter and, in fact. that there should be. no admm1stermg of a 
sernm except under the direction of a veterlnanan. About all the suc
cess in heading off hog cholera in .Iowa has come from the homemade 
medicine, while it is asserted that importation of -stuff has been only to 
make matters worse." 

THE CO~TROL OF HOG CIIOLER.A. BY SERU~I IMMUXIZ.ATIO~. 
[By .A. D. Melvin, D. V. S., Chief of the Bureau of .Animal Industry.

Annual Report of the Bureau of A.nimal Industry, 1908.] 
F.ACTS OX WHICH TRE.A.TME~T IS BASED. 

As a result of experimental work conducted by t.he ~iochemic Divisi~n 
of the Bureau of Animal Industry and recorded m Circular 43 and m 
Bulletin 72 of this bureau the conclusion was reached that the so
called hog-cholera bacillus is not the true cau~e of hog cholera, but that 
this organism plays the part of a secondary mvader, the true cause of 
the disease being a virus which is present .in the ~l_ood of hog~ al!ecte.d 
with ho" cholera and which under certam conditions of filtration, is 
capable of passing through the finest porcelain filters. Up to the pre~
ent time this filterable virus has resisted all attempts at artificial culti
vation, and we know of its presence only through the e~ect up?n. bogs 
when fluids from sick :rnimals, free from all known bacteria, are. mJected 
into susceptible animals. It is a well-known fact that bOf:lS which have 
recovered from an attack of hog cholera are completely immune when 
sub equently exposed to the same disease. 

These two facts-the presence of the filterable virus in the blood of 
bogs sick of hog cholera and the immunity in hogs_ which have re
covered from an attack of that disease-form the basis for the p~epa
ration of the serum which we have used successfully in immuniz10g 
hogs against cholera. 

METHOD OF SECC'RIXG B.IMt:XE SERUM. 

Without attempting to go into the method of producing this serum 
in detail it will be sufficient to say that the protective serum is pro
duced by' a process of hyperimmunization carried out as follows: 

Au immune hog is injected with large amounts of blood from hogs 
sick of hog cholera. These injections will not produce more than a 
transitory effect upon the health _of the immu~e, although the)'. would 
prove certainly fatal to a susceptible bog. This treatment of immune 
hogs with large amounts of virulent blood is known as hyperimmunl
zation, and gives .to the blood of the immune the power to protect sus
ceptible hogs from hog cholera. After a week or so, when the immune 
bas recovered from the effects of this treatment, blood is drawn from 
that animal by cutting off the end of the tail. The blood drawing Is 
repeated three or four times at intervals of a week, after which the 
immune is usually bled to death from the carotid artery. After each 
drawing from the immune the blood obtained is defibrinated and mixed 
with a suitable antiseptic. If preserved in sterile bottles, this defibri
nated blood, or serum, as it is called, will retain its potency for years. 

The protective serum having been obtained from an immune hog in 
the manner indicated, the potency of this serum is determined by in
jecting susceptible pigs with varying amounts, and at the same time 
exposing them to hog cholera along with untreated control animals. In 
practice it will, of course, be found best first to collect large quantities 
of serum and to mix this before testing. A standard serum will thus 
be secured at a minimum cost. 

METHOD OF PROTECTIXG SUSCEPTIBLE HOGS. 

.A. standard serum of known potency having been secured, either of 
two methods may be used for protecting susceptible pigs. .These are 
known as (1) the "simultaneous" method and (2) the "serum-alone" 
method, or simply the serum method. 

The first of these, which is to be recommended for use especially in 
herds which have not been exposed to hog cbolera1 consists in injecting 
subcutaneously on one side of the body of the pig to be vaccinated a 
suitable quantity of serum, and simultaneously on the other side of the 
body a small quantity of virulent blood taken from a hog sick of hog 
cholera. Experiments have shown that by this method pigs are given a 
firm immunity, lasting at least six months and probably longer. 

The scrum-alone method, which consists simply in the injection of 
the protective serum without the simultaneous use of virulent blood, 
appears to confer only a temporary immunity upon the treated pigs, 
unless they are exposed to hog cholera a short time after receiving the 
serum, in which case they also acquire a lasting immunity. lfor these 
reasons this method is admirably adapted to the treatment of hogs in 
a herd where hog cholera bas already broken out but which have not 
themselves shown visible symptoms of disease. 

The experiments which are being carried out to determine the cura
tiw properties of the serum are not yet complete, but from the results 
tbns far obtained we know that serum in the doses used for .immuniza
tion can not be depended upon to cure bogs which already show visible 
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symptoms of hog cholera. Further work along this line- is needed. 
Neither the simultaneous nor the serum-alone method, when properly 
applied, appears to injure the hog in any way. 

COST OF 'rHE SERUM. 

In order to determine the cost of producing serum for practical use 
every item of cost would, of com·se, have to be taken into account and 
alowance made for all sources of revenue. Owing to the· conditions 
under which the work of the bureau has been carl"led on-that is, 
manufacturing Si!rum for experimental use only and utilizing the 
same force for the production of the serum and for carrying on varied 
experiments-it is impossible to determine the exact cost of the serum 
thus far produced. Sufficient work has been done, however, for an 
estimate to be made. With the dose of serum at 20 cubic centimeters 
and with the production carried out with strict economy, it seems 
likely that the cost per dose can b£ brought within 25 cents. This 
estimate is liased upon the supposition that each hyperimmunized 
immune wm furnish 150 to 200 doses of serum, and that the carcass 
of the im:nune after final bleeding will be utilized for food. There 
seems to be no objection to the use of such a carcass for food purposes, 
provided the post-mortem examination discloses no reason for reject
ing it. 

* * * • • • • 
RESULTS OF PRACTICAL '.l'ESTS OF .,.THE SERUll. 

'l'he statements made aboye concerning the protective power of 
sen"tffi from hyperimmunized immunes are based upon tests on sev
eral thousand hogs. These tests were carried out not only in small 
experiment pens, but in great part ui:)on farms under practical con
ditions. During the fall of 1907 approximately 2,000 bogs were 
tr-eated on 50 dLil'erent farms, a considerable proportion of untreated 
hogs being left in all cases as a control on the action of the serum. 
Both methods of treatment were used, and the herd conditions varied 
widely. • * • 

* * * In the herds where hog cholei·a appeared subsequent to 
treatment practically . all of the treated hogs remained well, while 
more than 6;> per cent of the checks died. In the herds which had 
been exposed but were apparently well at the time of treatment 4 per 
cent of the treated animals died, while approximately 90 per cent of 
the checks succumbed. In the herds where disease existed at the time 
of treatment, and where very great success was not expected, 13 per 
cent of the treated animals were lost, w'fiereas 75 per cent of the 
checks died. 

These successful field trials, confirming as they do numerous tests 
canied out under experimental conditions, have convinced us of the 
efficiency of ibis method of dealing with bog 'cholera, and although 
improvements will undoubtedly be made in many · of the details of 
producing the serum, the method is believed to be now in such con
dition as to make the practical use of it entirely feasible. 

COXFERRNCES OF FEDERAL .AND ST.A.TE IlEPRESEXT.A.TIVES. 

In order that the States most concerned in this subject might be 
brou~bt into closer relation with the work, and also for the purpose 
of discussing plans for effective coordination of State and Federal 
work in dealing with hog cholera, 25 of the chief bog-raising States 
were requested to send representatives . to Ames, Iowa, where the 
Bureau of Animal Industry maintains a farm devoted to e~eriments 
with hog cholera. In response to this invitation representatives from 
20 different States visited Ames and were shown the details of the 
sen1m production. 

A general discussion at these conferences developed the practically 
unanimous opinion on the part _of State and Federal representatives 
that the serum should be prepared ty each of the States for distribu
tion to ·the hog raisers, and all State representatives expressed their 
intention to undertake the work as soon as funds could be secured. 
At the present time a number of States have actually begun work. 
If the serum is prepared in sufficient quantities there. seems to be no 
doubt that a great saving can be effected simply by treating animals in 
exposed herds or in herds in which the disease has just appeared. 
A PL.AX FOR CONTROLLIXG AXD ER.A.DICATIXG HOG CHOLEll.A. lff SERUM 

B.IMUNIZATIOX, 

* • * * • * • 
It bas already been stated that the serum from hyperimmunized hogs 

can be used to protect hogs from llog cholera and that a large saving 
can be effected if the serum is applied promptly after the disease ap
pears in a herd. Why, then should not this serum be used as an agent 
for the eradication of ho" cholera? It seems reasonable to belie-re that 
it can be used successfully for this purpose, bnt complete success can 
not be expected without proper organization and the direction of the 
work by health autborites. . . 

In order that the possibilities of well-directed work along these lines 
may be brought to the attention of those who may in the future have 
this work to perform, the following plan for combating hog . cholera. 
through serum immunization is submitted: 

1. The serum should be prepared by the State experiment stations or 
by State live-stock sanitary boards which are properly equipped with 
laboratory facilities, the efficacy of all serum to be determined by such 
laboratories before distribution. 

2. The field application of the S<'rum should be in the hands of the 
State live-stock sanitary board or State Yeterinarinn. 

3. The State should be organized into districts, each in charge of 
a deputy State veterinarian or a deputy appointed by the live-stock 
sanitary board. These districts should be small enough to permit the 
deputy to exercise close watch o-ve1· them. 

4. The deputy State veterinarian should keep !l supply of serum on 
band, so that prompt action may be taken when infection appears. 

5. Hog raisers generally throughout the State should be informed 
when the serum is available for distribution, and if neces.:;ary compul
sory notification of the presen.ce of disease in a herd should be im-
posed. · 

6. Upon notiflcation to the State live-stock sanitary bo~ll'd or State 
veterinarian that bog cholera has D.ppeared in a certain nei.~hborhood. 
the diseased herd or herds should be immediately quarantined, the 
premises disinfected as thoroughly as possible, and all bogs on the 
farm which have been exposed or which are not visibly ill should be 
treated with seTum alone. All hogs on the farm which haYe not been 
exposed should be b·eated by the simultaneous m<>thod, and ot course 
the prompt removal of dead animals should be enforced. At the same 
time all hogs on surrounding farms should be treated by the simulta
neous method. 

Prompt action of this kind should re$ult in confining the di,;ease to 
the first herd where disease appeared, though we must admit the pos
sibility of infection being carried beyond the Yaccinated belt · by birds. 
If this should occur, the procedure s3.ould j.)e the same as in the tirst 



2742' CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. FEBRUARY~ 

case of disease though the probability of 'dissemination by birds will 
not be great, owing to the comparatively small size of the infected 
area. 

With a well-organized live-stock sn.nitary board and an efficient corps 
of deputies throu"'hout the State, there seems to be no reason why hog 
cholera should not be kept well under control and perhaps in ti.me 
eradicated by proceeding in the way indicated. By sturting the work 
in early spring or summer the task would probably be much simplified 
and the cost reduced to a mlnimUII!. 

Aside fl•om the eru.dicntion of hog cholera, it seems thnt an impor
tant saving to swine breeders and to the hog industry in general can be 
accomplished through the protective inoculation of pure-bred hogs. 
Some of these hogs represent years of 1,>atient ~ffort on the part of 
breeders, and their lo s is a lo s to the swme industry in general, which 
depends for its success in gr at measure upon the development and 
preservation of the superior characters possessed by these pure-bred 
animals. 

There is no doubt that the hog raisers would gladly cooperate with the 
State authorities and that as a rule any outbreak of disease would be 
promptly repo1·ted, as the farmer would have everything to gain and 
nothing to lose by so doing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 1.ime of the gentleman has expired. 
l\fr_ HAUGEN. l\fuy I have another minute? 
Mr. L"1B. Mr. Chairman I moYe that all debate on this 

paragraph and all amendments thereto clo e in 20 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves that 

all <lebate on this paragraph and all amendments relating 
thereto be closed in 20 minutes. 

Ur. SLOAl~. Mr. Chairman, I ask for som·e little time on 
this. I would like that it be made 30 minutes so that I can have 
some time. I have ma.de a careful study of this matter, and 
the bill was introduced by myself over a year ago after care
ful study of what the Government had been doing and what the 
governments of the different States had been doing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman 
is out of order--

::\1r. LAl\IB. Mr. Chairman, I would like to change my motion 
to 30 minute . That will girn full time for the gentleman to 
ill cues this question. 

The CIIAIR.MAN. The gentleman from Virginia now moves 
tlrnt all debate on the paragraph and all amen<lm.ents thereto 
be closeu in 30 minutes. 

Mr. BOOIIER. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to be in the 
attitude of objecting to closing this debate, but I think-.-

Mr. LAMB. We uesire to put this bill through here and we 
r:uely give on any one paragraph as much time as this. [Cries 
of "Uegular order I"] 

l\Ir. BOOHER. Mr. Chairm·an, I was discu&Sing the motion. 
The CHAIRMAN. But the motion is not debatable. The 

gentleman from Virginia moves that all debate on the pending 
paragraph and an amendments thereto be closed in 30 minutes. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
:\Ir. MAGUIRE of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol-

lowing amendment as an amendment to the amendment. 
The CHAilll\IAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa, as 

follows: "At the end of line 12 strike out the semicolon and insert a 
colon, and add the following: 'Provided, That of this sum not less 
than 45,000 shall be set aside for demonstrating the best method of 
preyenting hog cholera.' " 

l\Ir. MAGUIRE of Nebra ka. Mr. Chairman, this is a com
mittee amendment. When the committee acted upon this bill 
we did not have available information that we now have upon 
t.his subject. After making some investigation we find that there 
is considerable loss due to hog cholera. About 90 per cent of 
the loss of hogs is due to this disease. It creates the greatest 
ravage among farm animals of any di ease known to farm ani
mals except the cattle tick. At this time there seems to be 
sometliing like, according to the report of the Bureau of Statis
tic , 18,000,000 a year loss due to hog cholera. Now, this is a 
direct loss to the Qroducer and to the farmer and it is also an 
indirect loss to the consumer and to the whole country. The 
officials of the department were brought before some of the 
committees of the House to find ont what investigation they had 
made. 

For some years back the department made some investigations 
for a curaUve remedy, but after some progress the experts 
dropped that and looked for some preventive. In 1906 they 
secured what they thought was a prevenU¥"e in the nature of a 
erum that would, when applied, prevent more than 90 per 

cent of all cases. That is the evidence of the department itself, 
furnished to the committee. 

l\Ir. BOOHER. Will the gentleman permit a question right 
there? 

:llr. :;)fAGUIRE of Nebraska. Yes. 
Mr. BOOHER. If the department has discovered this remedy 

and knows it wj.11 prevent from- 90 to 95 per cent of the loss, 
why does not the department make it known in the form of a 
bulletin so that it can be used? That is a thing I do not under
stand in this connection. 

l\Ir. l\IAGUIRE of Nebraska. The department has attempted 
from time to time to bring this information to tile public and 
to the several States, and information has been brought to the 
several States, but there seems to be some lack of confidence of 
the public in the belief that this serum will act as a preyentive. 

l\Ir. BOOHER. If the public has no confidence in it, why ap
propriate a large sum of money to get them to have confidence 
in it? How are you going to do it that way? 

Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska. The effort here i to bring this 
information to the public by way of demonstration. Now, this 
information has been sent out to organization , and to some 
extent through the men of the department, but there has been 
very little demonstration concerning it. 

Mr. BOOHER. Does the gentleman think we ought to pur
sue this as we have the cattle tick, and appropriate more and 
more every year for it? After you find the remedy, why not let 
the people use it? 

Mr. :MAGUIRE of Nebraska. That is the intention, but we 
want this remedy brought to the public by way of effecti rn 
demonsb.·ation by the department. 

I 

l\Ir. :MANN. What conld you take thjs $45,000 away from in 
the bill? You brought in $G20,000 for things that are already 
enumerated. Now you propose to take $4.5,000 aw.~.y from that. 
What can yon take it away from? 

Mr. LAMB. Read the tenth page-
Mr. MA.1\TN. I have read tile bill. Which do you do, admit 

that your bill was $45,000 too much or that you :ue going to 
take a way $45,000 from something that needs it? 

Mr. LAMB. We do not admit it is too much; but we made 
estimates according to the Secretary's suggestion. And when 
we asked Dr. Melvin if he could use some of this money in the 
serum matter and in the investigations, he said he could. That 
is all I knew ab-Out it. 

Mr. MANN. But our friend from Nebraska [l\Ir. MAGUIRE] 
said the amount in the bill was not intended to cover this when 
you made that report-$620,000. If you diverted 45,000 from 
that, was the $620,000 too much when you brought it in, or are 
you going to take it from something el e; and if o, what? 

Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska. There is some $0,000 carrietl 
on last year's bill for hog cholera. 

Mr. 1\I.A.NN. That leaves $36,000. 
Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska. All that we are attempting to 

do here is, that the department has used its ju<L:,"'Illent in di -
tributing this lump sum--

l\fr_ l\.IANN. The gentleman understands I am not criticiz
ing the committee about it. 

l\Ir. MAGUIRE of Nebraska. All that we insist on now is 
that the Bureau of Animal Industry set aside not less than a 
certain specific amount for this work. He realizes that the 
testimony shows that it is necessary. He goes even further in 
his testimony here, and I will read a part of it--

1\Ir. ~!ANN. What else can lose it? That is what I am 
trying to get at. What will you take it from? The gentl man 
does not desire to cripple some other service? 

Mr. il'IAGDmE of Nebraska. Perhaps some of this other 
work may be finished. 

Mr. MAl\TN. You propose an appropriation of $620,000, which 
was an increase of $20,000 without including this $40,000 item, 
and I assumed you knew what you were doing. What will you 
take that from without crippling the service? 

Mr. LAl\IB. I asked Dr. Melvin if he could take care of this 
serum for hog cholera, provided we authorized him to do so in 
the bill, and he replied that he could. 

. Mr. MANN. That is an admission that you do not know what 
you can take it from without crippling the service. 

Mr. SLOAl~. 1t1r. Chairman, last August I inb·oduced a bill 
to appropriate a hundred thousand dollars for this purpose. I 
did not do that until I had learned what the different States 
had done. I find there is error in the statement to-day made of 
what the different States have done in this way. The urns 
appropriated by the States amount to over $200,000. A list of 
the appropriations I shall submit for the RECORD. I did not ask 
it until I consulted. with Dr . .Melv~ the head of the Bureau 
of Animal Industry, and Dr. Dorset, the man who discovered 
this serum, and they stated and put the reputation of their 
bureau and division behind the proposition, that they had found 
not a cure, but had found a preventive remedy. And the illus
b.·ation they used was that it wa.s as efficacious as was the 
treatment they were giying in cooperation with the various 
States and individuals in exterminating the southern cattle 
tick. 

Now, I do not refe.r to the southern cattle tick by way of 
invidious comparison. I only want to state that the depart
ment has said, including Secretary Wilson, Dr. Melvin, and 
Dr. Dorset, that they have an efficacious and effective remedy 
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in the form of a preventi>e. I want to state this fact, too, that 
it is not a sectional request, because in the 10 States of this 
Union where the cattle tick is prevalent and where this $325,000 
is to be expended, 20 per cent of the yalue of the hogs of this 
country now exists. O>er $98,000,000 worth of hogs is in the 
10 States, so that it is not sectional in any respect. 

I aske<l for $100,000 at that time, because the States had 
already appropriated $200,000. The committee graciously 
granted $45,000. I am not discussing the matter of values. But 
we ha>e this serum, and we know this is true, that although it 
has been known since 190G-inasmuch as in that year it was 
patente<1, and patented in the interest of the American people
it has not been brought home to those who need it. 

Now, I. shall submit as a part of my remarks a record show
ing in part what the department has done by way of testing this 
remedy. There are numerous tests that ha>e been made. Most 
of them haye been conducted on farms, much as the cattle-tick 
tests have been made, and in every case, or nearly every case, 
the e>idence seems clear that a beneficent effect followed the 
application of the serum. Especially was it true in the two 
large tests, one made at Omaha and the other made at Kansas 
City. 

I sllall not undertake, as I have not the time, to state fully 
in regard to it, but I shall in>ite attention to a reading of the 
results of this test. Here seems to be the large. trouble about 
this remedy: It is being manufactured by yarious concerns. 
It is a vital remedy, a remedy that involves the use not only 
of hogs that ha\e become immune through having had the dis
ease and reco>ered, but it inyolves also the purchase of other 
hog that must be rendered immune before the serum can be 
produced to any large extent. 

Now, this remedy can be carried by the department to the 
various sections of this country, and the public has a great deal 
more confidence in that which the Government stands behind 
than in that which any individual manufacturer or any State 
will produce. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tile time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
ha expired. 

.l\lr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I would like just one minute in 
which to answer more directly the question of the gentleman 
from Illinois. In apportioning this sum I notice that for the 
control and eradication of animal diseases they propose $620,000. 
Xow, we propose in this amendment to devote n per cent of 
tllat to this purpose. 

l\Ir. SLOAN. I did not understand, l\Ir. Chairman, that my 
time had expired. I want to make a statement about the loss 
by the cattle tick. 

Tlle CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\fr. SLOAN. Mr. Cllairman, I ask two minutes in which to 

make my statement. 
The CHAIRliliN. Is there objection to the gentleman's re· 

quest? 
There was no objection. 
l\Ir. SLOAN. In these " piping times of peace," when the 

economies of the Nation relate most largely to raiment and food 
for the present and reasonable assurance for the future, the 
Department of Agriculture easily commands and is entitled to 
a larger share of the public's interest than does any other 
department. 

Of the two great bureaus relating to production in this de· 
partment that of Animal Industry perhaps is more interesting 
tllnn that of Plant Industry. One large reason for this is that 
the de>elopment of animal industry along proper lines is the 
strong guaranty that our soils may not be exhausted and the 
production of profitable plant life thereby become reduced and 
ditlicnlt. 

TI.le Department of Agriculture in 1910 issued a number of 
maps graphically locating in the various States classes of do
me tic animals used for food-cuttle (other than milch cows), 
::;heep, swine. 

It will be noted that of that portion of the United States, 
North and South, thickly populated, and where game has ceased 
to be a large food factor, swine is the most uniformJy dis
trilrnted of the various food-producing animals. 

The estimated values of these three classes for 1912 was
Cattle, other than milch cows------------------------ $790, 064, 000 

~~~~~============================================= r§~:f?8:888 
When we recall the fact that this capital in hogs is turned 

about twice, while turned but once in cattle, and, further, when 
we remember that ·most landholders, large and limited, pro
duce swine for home consumption and the market, and since 
swine products are served on more tables and on an average 
gr nter number of meals at each table than any. other meat, 

not only in America, but in the world, the relative importance 
of our swine will become apparent. 

Further, the readiness and steadiness of .market for swine 
products, sh·etching back through a number of decades, ~th 
increasing readiness and steadiness at present, further em
phasizes the importance of this branch of our animal industry. 

While tick, mange, scabies, fever, black leg, anll foot and 
mouth diseases have attacked and afflicted the cud-chewing do
mestic animals for the last 50 years, and thus worried the con
sumer and veterinary alike, there has been practically but one 
serious disease attacking our swine, and that is the so-called 
hog cholera. 

It is estimated that through a long stretch of years, 5 per 
cent of our swine die of natural causes. Of that 5 per cent, 
90 per cent die of cholera. This estimate is too low. A record 
of all the States for the last 27 years show the average loss 
from diseases of hogs in the United States has been 7.4 per 
cent, 90 per cent of which would be about 6.6 per cent, which 
would represent the deaths caused by cholera. The following, 
Table A, submitted by the Bureau of Animal Industry, shows 
the result of hog cholera for a 10-year period, beginning with 
1903 and ending with 1912 : 

A.-Hogs and llog cholera, 10-yeai· perfod, 1903-1912. 

Average annual number of hogs in United States________ 53, 700, 000 
Average total losses by discase _______________ per cent__ 5. 1 
Estimated average ·losses by hog cholera __________ do____ 4. 5 
Average annual loss by hog cholera ____________ number__ 2, 417. 000 
Average annual farm value per hog____________________ $7. 36 
Average total loss from hog cholera ___________________ $17, 789, 120 

The following, Table B, shows an estimate for the >arious 
States of numerical and financial loss from hog cholera in the 
several States for the year ending March 31, 1912. 
B.-Estimate of losses ft·om hog cholem for the vear ending Mar. 

31, 1912. 

[Based on data compiled by Bureau of Statistics, Department or 
Agriculture.] 

St~te. 

Per-
~=~~k~s Number of centage Total value Value of 

bogs lost by Jost due bogs in State bogs Jost by 
Sta~9ir1· l, hogcbolera. to bog Jan. 1, 1912. hog cholera. 

· cholera. 

Maine ............. ·... 101,000 1,363 
New Hampshire..... 53,000 954 
Vermont............. 111,000 3,996 
Massachusetts....... 117,000 3,685 
Rhode Island. _ . . . . . . 16, 000 · 259 
Connecticut.......... 60,000 2,592 
New York........... 777,000 20,279 
New Jersey.......... 165,000 5,940 
Pennsylvania........ 1,141,000 37,995 
Delaware._. __ ....... 59, 000 4, 048 

w~=~::.-.-:::::::: ~:~ ~:~ 
West Virginia........ 363,000 13,394 
North Carolina .... __ . 1, 405, 000 55, 638 
South Carolina....... 797,000 43,038 
Georgia ... _.......... 2, 098,000 169, 938 
Florida.............. 954,000 85,860 
Ohio .. : .... - ........ - 3, 578, 000 225, 414 
Indiana .... _ ........ _ 4, 031, 000 453, 487 
Illinois............... 4, 640, 000 897,840 

w~~~:sbi:::::::::::: ~:~:~ ~u~~ 
Minnesota .... _....... l, 702, 000 47, 440 

~::O·u;i·.::::::::::::: ~;~i;ggg :~:~g~ 
North Dakota._ . _. . . . 359, 000 4, 845 
South Dakota........ 1,104,000 37,756 
Nebraska. ___ .. _..... 4, 267, 000 230, 418 
Kansas .......... _. . . . 2, 808, 000 333, 590 
Kentucky .. __ ........ 1, 724,000 108,612 
Tennessee............ l,574,000 99,162 
Alabama............. 1,533,000 89,680 

~~f1Et:::::::::: U~;8~ i~:~~ 
Texas................ 2,544,000 77,846 
Oklahoma............ 1,410,000 184,005 
Arkansas... . . . . . . . . . . 1, 738, 000 218, 988 
Montana_ ... _ .... _._. 143, 000 2, 445 
Wyoming............ 43,000 464 
Colorado .. _.......... 211,000 3, 798 
New Mexico ..... _ ... _ 50, 000 720 
Arizona .......... _ . . . 22, 000 237 
Utah................. 79 000 1,137 
Nevada.............. ao:ooo 648 
Idaho .. _.. . . . . .. • .. . . 212, 000 2, 671 
Washington.......... 246,000 4,870 
Oregon ... _ ... _....... 258, 000 3, 715 
California ....... __ ... 830, 000 18, 675 

l-~~~-11-~~~I 

United Stat.es.. 65, 410, 000 5, 251, 010 

1.35 
1.80 
3.60 
3.15 
1. 61 
4.32 
2. 61 
3.60 
3.33 
6. 74 
6. 74 
3.60 
3.69 
3.96 
5.40 
8.06 
9.00 
6.30 

11.25 
20.35 
3.60 
2.52 
2. 70 
7.20 

14.40 
1.35 
3.42 
5.40 

11.88 
6.30 
6.30 
5.85 
6. 75 
9.00 
3.06 

13.05 
12.60 
1. 10· 
1. 08 
1.80 
I. 44 
I. 08 
I. 44 
2.16 
I. 25 
I. 98 
I. 40 
2.25 

8.02 

SI, 162,000 
556,000 

1,110,000 
1,322,000 

192,000 
698,000 

7, 925, 000 
1,864,000 

11, 410,000 
425 000 

2, 100:000 
5,544,000 
2, 432,000 

10,397,000 
6,376,000 

14,057,000 
4,961,000 

29,340,000 
31,039,000 
40,832,000 
11, 747,000 
19,690,000 
17, 701,000 
94,953,000 
31, 437, 000 
3, 770,000 
9,826,000 

37,550,000 
22,183,000 
9,310,000 
9,601,000 
9,964,000 

10,250,000 
9,524,000 

16,027,000 
7,755,0:JO 
9,385,000 
1, 416,000 

370,000 
1,688,000 

410,000 
231,000 
711,000 
315,000 

1,696,000 
2,337,000 
2,193,000 
6,889,000 

523,328,000 

$15, 700 
10,000 
40,000 
45,000 
3,100 

30, 700 
·208,0CO 

67, lCO 
380,0GO 

29,2CO 
186,300 
199, 6CO 
89,600 

401, 7CO 
344,300 

1, 138,6CO 
446,500 

1,848,400 
3,491,900 
7,901,000 

422,800 
496,200 
493,400 

6,837, 600 
4,527,000 

50,900 
336,000 

2,027, 700 
2,635,300 

586,500 
604,900 
583,000 
692,000 

~·~gg , 
1,012, 000 
I,18'2,500 

24,200 
3,900 
30,~00 
5,900 
2,500 

10,200 
6,800 

21,300 
46,200 
31,500 

155,000 

42,042,900 

The following, Table C, represents the ·record of loss for the 
last 27 years; it will be noted that the loss above includes all 
diseases of swine, 90 per cent contributed by hog cholera. 
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C'. -Su:i:ne, number per 1,000, died from aisea.s.e, ye~rs ending Ma:r. 31, 1884 to 191? . 

State or Terri- 1884 188,5 1886 ·~I- 1889 .... , .... , . .., ···+., l~:-'1896 tory. 

----------
Maine ...... . .. 30 40 50 40 14 13 22 17 14 16 8 34 2D 
N.Hampshlro .. 40 4() 30 40 20 18 20 20 16 16 34 24 22 
Vernwnt ....... 40 30 30 30 18 15 22 17 18 33 15 51 18 
Massachusetts .. 30 40 40 40 23 13 20 20 14 23 20 22 16 
Rhod Isl nd .. 30 30 30 3~ 13 IS 18 10 17 16 27 18 21 
Connecticut .... 40 30 30 50 20 14 18 25 23 37 47 43 10 
New York ..•. _ 30 40 40 45 22 25 25 20 19 31 28 26 32 
New Jersey .... 30 70 30 50 16 20 2-0 24 18 14 14 92 65 
rennsylva.nh .. 40 60 40 90 30 23 30 27 20 28 21 30 36 
Delaware ...... 40 60 80 65 37 1~ 70 50 40 31 ......... ......... 40 
MMyland •..... 60 100 120 200 73 64 45 35 23 23 45 35 
Virginia ..•.... 100 160 120 270 74 50 15 55 53 65 30 44 65 
West Virginia .. 100 90 60 100 67 48 86 45 50 28 22 23 50 
North Carolina. 100 100 130 200 80 63 100 72 70 95 61 81 110 
Eouth Carolina. 90 130 140 130 74 i5 85 50 62 72 85 100 110 
Georgia ........ 130 110 130 150 75 130 00 85 97 105 76 102 115 
Florida ........ 90 120 250 130 90 125 107 110 75 200 81 136 130 
Ohio ........•.. 70 50 50 80 57 38 54 60 40 34 3-3 50 82 
Indiana . ....... 80 60 70 110 90 65 93 94 60 50 30 75 143 
Illinois . •..•.... 90 70 150 180 86 60 70 85 75 53 39 145 242 
Michigan ..••••• 40 30 50 50 61 23 40 35 52 20 17 23 38 
Wisconsin ...... 50 40 40 50 57 46 32 42 41 40 32 49 41 
Minnesota .. .... 50 50 30 40 26 34 30 2-1 40 26 20 36 53 
Iowa ........... 60 80 130 100 82 50 75 82 53- 84 42 108 207 
Missouri.. ..... 90 90 160 180 95 67 80 120 50 54 58 116 200 
North Dakota .. 50 80 80 60 47 34 75 45 32 38 12 22 20 
South Dakota .. .. -· .. - .......... 80 60 47 34 75 45 29 35 40 71 90 
Nebraska ...... 40 150 170 100 85 55 85 145 40 46 56- 126 136 
Kansas ..•..... 30 70 180 130 77 58 58 100 37 40 45 78 130 
Kentucky ...... 100 80 90 120 80 63 95 98 42 55 69 142 105 
'l'ennessee ...... 110 100 130 190 117 97 93 100 72 50 71 162 120 
Alabama ....... 150 140 200 170 80 110 103 82 80 120 69 116 130 
M.ississippi .. _ .. 120 150 180 200 90 80 115 82 86 90 58 88 120 
Louisiana ...... 180 160 160 180 95 90 93 94 53 108 62 94 115 
Texas ........ . . 140 150 200 130 73 55 75 78 37 59 47 60 80 
Oklahoma ...•.. ----- ......... ...... ....... --- -- ...... . ........ .... .... ......... ....... ....... ... .. .... 25 

Arkansas ....... 120 150 220 200 125 105 106 110 86 123 83 112 180 
Montana ....... 60 80 50 80 30 25 60 30 20 15 14 35 8 

~~f~r1:J~~:::::: 50 30 50 35 25 50 40 15 10 10 30 17 
40 50 30 50 40 20 50 22 16 12 15 30 60 

Jew Mexico .... 70 70 60 00 80 67 50 43 37 12 10 17 26 
Arizona ... ..... 50 70 30 50 40 25 00 :::o 30 15 ......... 32 13 
Utah ........... 30 00 40 40 51 50 54 40 15 23 11 32 20 
Kevada ........ 60 60 50 80 30 20 35 25 32 35 80 0 23 
Idaho ....... . .. 50 70 50 50 37 30 60 32 30 30 .......... 7 20 
Washington .... 50 50 50 40 Zl 26 58 25 25 10 24 21 30 
Oregon ..... .. .. 60 60 30 50 30 23 67 23 24 37 10 12 22 
Cali!ornia .•••.. 50 70 50 100 40 25 59 48 31 29 18 49 80 

---------- - --------------
t:'nited States .. 86 91 130 134 78 62 76 84 54 63 49 92 127 

Estimated 90 per cent or lon due to hog cholera. 

This loss would equal a very liberal income on the capital 
in>ested. 

It was but to be expected that our great Secretary of Agricul
ture, who is now rounding his career of 16 years' continuous 
. er>ice in the presidential Cabinets of three Presidents, thus sur
pa ing the record of all the Americans. should early and per-
. tently direct the scientific experts of his department toward 

ilisco-1ery of a cure for this disease, or a preventiye remedy, 
which, if it would not cure, would check its spread. 

The investigation of the scientists in the Department of 
.Agriculture extended for a number of years toward finding a 
cme. In this the department was not and does not claim to 
ha·rn been successful. The testimony of Dr. 1\Ielvin, Chief of the 
Bureau of .Animal Industry, and of Dr. Dorset, head of the 
Biochemic Dtvision of tha.t bureau, before the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture developed the 
following facts: Along the line of investigation and experiment, 
beginning 1903, a serum was sought which would serve as a 
pr \entiye of hog cholera, and under the direction of Dr. Dorset, 
in 1905, was produced and administered by the department as 
an effecUrn preventiYe. It is the theory of the scientists-
Th::it the di ea e is caused by an invisible organism that is so small 
that it passes through the finest poTcelain filters and is not discernible 
Y•ith microscopes of the highest power. The method, generally speak
ing, of production is to take the hog which has recovered from the 
cholera, or is for any other cause immune, and inoculate it with a 
. ufficient amount of blood taken from a sick hog. The effect of that 
inj ction is to heighten the immunity of the immune so that its blood 
will contain protective substances in such a.mount that comparatively 
. mall portions of this treated immune serum. will protect the treated 
hogs from cholera. 

It is confidently asserted by not only the discoverer of this pre
Yeutirn remecly, but by the head of the bureau and the Secretary 
him. elf,. that as a preventive the serum is absolutely effectiYe. 

It was re onably considered that this preventive remedy being 
di co>ered, the process made known free to the American 
people, would prompt its early general production and applica
tion, bat indhiduaJs, content with no attack being made upon 
their herd", looked to the States and the States looked to the 
General Goyernment to aclrnnce its use until the ravages of 
the cholera, which mo>es in cycles and sections, comes home to 

1.897 1898 1899 1900 1901 ··+~+"!~ l!lM[l910 1906 um 19nR l!lll l9l• 

- - -
23 13 18 13' 15 9 14 IO 12 12 10 11 15 21 20 15 
23 24 2D 20 14 19 12 1.5 22 20 14 15 14 17 20" za 
24- 17 25 18 24 20 24 15 18 1.7 14 15 14 24 19 39 
18 16 19 22 16 21 25 23 20 18 25 22 21 1.3 21 3o 
23 27 31 18 24 19 24 25 22 19 12 23 2:> 22 22 18 
25 16 19 17 19 24 30 28 23 20 l8 23 21 22 28 4 
32 25 24 20 19 19 18 33 17 19 21 18 19 2l 25. 29 
32 4() 43 27 25 23 33 32 22 22 28 24 28 26 30 40 
31 30 32 25 24 32 36 27 23 23 28 27 27 30 35 37 
53 59 47 57 27 37 5& 101 43 30 30 28 33 35 33 80 
58 71 42 37 47 33 32 31 43 35 30 29 33 30 32 75 
75 . 78 37 45 43 48 61 55 43 40 45 46 42 39 35 40 
70 79 49 49 31 26 30 35 36 31 33 25 30 28 25 41 
98 91 61 65 49 80 64 95 97 5S 6.5 60 40 40 40 4-i 
91 75 82 73 61 82 G6 75 85 50 55 57 54 50 47 60 

126 103 90 94 103 89 118 9 51 55 50 44 55 52 57 90 
103 1'19 85 118 91 104 113 72 82 75 68 73 72 60 75 lOJ 
103 72 65 46 55 41 50 50 38 50 40 35 35 37 51 70 
23 74 115 69 56 41 73 78 54 60 58 52 52 63 62 125 
145 104 104 68 77 47 74 58 40 60 43 60 45 41 60 215 
35 33 39 29 35- 29 30 37 25 22 31 30 29 27 35 40 
33 50 49 31 103 31. 25 27 22 20 24 23 23 25 23 23 
92 180 79 81 94 35 39 30 2.1" 30 33 30 33 30 29 3~ 

329 175 174 77 89 48 53 5S 42 45 50 69 &1 50 43 80 
167 110 90 70 48 44 67 17 74 65 54 70 70 50 48 160 
43 20 18 22 24 14 20 24 13 11 16 11 2.3 15 17 15 

14-1 220 62 39 100 82 68 54 23 95. 61 45 60 50 42 38 
159 12 9S 74 140 65 77 57 40 88 75 70 75 47 3 60 
103 70 65 60 50 32 35 39 3~ 34 37 40 Gt> .40 41) 132 
156 100 85 81 67 59 59 71 63 55 52 62 58 57 50 70 
138 93 96 92 90 61 64 79 73 47 53 55 52 47 41 7ct 
140 79 73 78 94 69 71 82 57 60 55 56 70 48 4[ 65 
152 86 79 54 85 57 41 81 69 60 57 75 G5 50 52 75 
275 135 114 101 75 99 116 85 ll3 120 80 85 75 65 100 
116 56 39 39 59 61 40 37 55 42 40 30 35 30 30 31 
51 48 47 5 {1~ 81 103 78 160 55 43 

} 40 60 50 32 145 27 25 24 23 22 50 
210 128 108 122 123 87 70 108 122. 80 75 91 85 80 68 14'.) 
43 8 24 8 9 9 17 9 11 44- 20 19 20 25 15 l!) 
8 4 5 3 5 11 7 3-1 19 4 25 20 15 30 10 12 

27 18 9 17 16 30 23 15 24 25 20 31 18 20 15 2) 
58 5 2 9 30 10 20 8 18 15 17 15 17 38 25 16 
00 1 2 $ 21 22 22 53 94 20 15 10 23 13 19 12 
30 13 12 9 11 5 20 10 14 40 6 42 19 20 17 16 
15 2 6 47 19 10 16 18 21 20 40 30 20 8 22 21 
41 3 38 15 23 24 25 28 11 15 13 ll 12 18 19 H 
31l 11 11 33 23 24 18 20 16 13 18 15 20 22 17 2~ 
35 18 15 22 30 27 27 13 15 12 10 1G 20 20 18 16 
52 33 56 28 53. 61 57 4,5 33 32 50 25 31 38 32 25 

---------- - -- -
14-1 93 82 64 75 52 58 58 5i 51 49 52 51 45. 114!. 818J. 2 

the herd owner, and then it is too late to go through the process 
of production and application, each of which requires lmowledge, 
skill, and care. The result, therefo1·e, has been that although 
this discovery was complete in 190G, the campaign against hog 
cholera has not become general and effective enough even to 
stay the general high rate of mortality among hogs, but the> 
losses have actually increased, so that the estimated loss for 
1912 was $42.000,080. 

The magnitude of this loss appears in the figures, but it rnnst 
be understood that it does not fall entirely upon the wine 
owner. The loss ultimately falls not only upon the producer, 
but upon the consumer; and then, of course, the Ia1·ger qnes
tion of health to the consumer, while sometimes appearing 
only in the background, should challenge consideration. 

Of the three great diseases attacking our meat-producing 
animals, hog cholera. southern cattle tick, and tuberculosis, 
probably rank in the order named. 

The actnal annual loss through death from cholera is e timated 
from eighteen to forty million dollars. The estimated lo for 
the cattle tick n·om four · to eight million. I can not state 
definite satisfactory figqres of the loss by tuberculosis. Of 
course the loss or damage arising out of lack of growth, de
terioration ·of meats, hides, and so forth, would increase these 
figures in each class, more particularly perhaps in the second. 

The work of aiding the meat producers of the counh·y is well 
under way in those States where the southern cattle tick is 
prevalent. The department has cleared a large territory, which 
if grouped, would equal the States of Georgia, Alabama, and 
Mississippi. This is done by the Government's first discovery 
of a remedy; and, second, through cooperating with the State , 
and individuals, bringing home the demonstra.tions of the proce 
to the small producer as well as large producer, so that it once 
being demonstrated in a community, its efficacy shown, the 
individuals are encouraged to use the process to their own 
ad>antage and to the ultimate adYantage of the general con
sumers. The committee has, in a limited way, recommenclell 
this general method toward eradication of the hog cholera.. 
The different States ha>e collecti>ely apprnpriated something 
ove1; $200,000 for the production of serum and a demonstration 
of its manner of application. 
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A great deal of good can be accomplished by the Government 

making demonstrations throughout the different sections of the 
country of the efficacy of its process. If its preventive remedy 
is what the department claims for it, it would be money well 
spent to encourage and stimulate its use through every Stat e 
in the Union. If it is not effective, then it should be known 
and the department should continue it s effo rts toward dis
covering other methods of treatment. 

The department has made a number of semiprivate demon
strations and two notable public demonstrations of the manner 
of application with the serum treatment. I submit a part of 
the e-vidence given by Dr. 1\lelYin, found on pages 16, 17, and 18 
of his testimony before the Committee on Expenditures. The 
Kansas City and Omaha experiments, of course, were the most 
representative and hence most conclusi1e. 

The statement is as follo"IT"s: 
The CIIAIR::\I~. rlease furnish specific incidents of those six years 

where you have sent the agents of your department to centers of bog
cholera infection and demonstrated your work. 

UXITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, 

Washington, D. C., January 24, 1913. 

r.rnTIAL SU.ll~IARY OF RES"GLTS OBTAI::."ED FROll APPLICATIO~ OF BUREAU 
OF AXD!AL IXDUSTRY'S ANTICHOLERA SERUM. 

[All animals were kept unde1· ordinary farm conditions.] 
October 19, 1008 (Michigan) : Infected herd. When visited 1 ho"' 

had died, 7 were sick, and 21 apparently well. Treated, 23 (3 of 
which were sick) . Untreated, 5. 

Ilesults: Treated, survived, 22, or approximately 96 per cent; un
treated, survived. none. 

October 20, mos lhlichigan) : Herd slightly infected. Treated, 11 ; 
untreated, 4. 

nesults: Treated, all remained well; untreated, all died. 
July 15, 1909 (Maryland) : Experiment. Owner had lost nearly all 

of his herd. He bought 11 pigs and agreed to have some of these 
treated by the serum simultaneous method and others inoculated with 
virus alone to serve as checks. Treated, 7 ; virus alone, 3. 

Results: All treated animals remained well; all virus-alone animals 
die<l. 

August 25, 1909 (Virginia) : Data incomplete on account of remote
ness of the herd, but reported that all treated animals remained well, 
while all untreated ones died. · · 

September 15, 1D09 (Virginia) : Data incomplete. All treated ani
mnls remained well ; all untreated animals died. 

December 6, 1909 (Virginia Agricultural Experiment Station) : Iler' 
infected. Treated, 43, many of which were sick; untreated, none. 

Ilesults: Survived, 29, or approximately 68 per cent; died, 14, or 
approximately 32 per cent. 

December 21-22, 1909 (Virginia) : Ilerd very badly infected. About 
35 animals had died. and practically all of the survivors were showing 
symtoms of bog cholera to a greater or less degree. Treated, 113, many 
of which were sick ; untreated, 179. 

Re ·ults: Treated, survived, 79, or approximately 69.91 per cent; 
treated, died, 34, or approximately 30 per cent; untreated, survived, 
111, or approximately 62 per cent; untreated, died, 68, or approxi
mately 38 per cent. 

These data a1·e incomplete, as at last report some of the untreated ani
mals were said to have been "looking badly." 

February 18, 1010 (West Virginia Hospital for Insane) : Herd in
fected. Treated, 47, many of which showed early symptoms of dis· 
ease; untreated, u2. 

. Results: Treated, survived, 36, or approximately 76 per cent ; treated. 
died, 11, or approximately 24 per cent ; untreated, died, 52, or 1 00 
per cent. 

April 16. 1910 Cmi.ryland) : Disease just beginning. Treated, 34 ; 
untreated, 16. 

Results: Final report stated that all treated animals remained well. 
No mention was made as to the untreated ones. 

.April 16, 1910 ( econd herd, :Maryland) : Data incomplete; no de
tailed final report. Only the general statement received that all treated 
animals remained well. 

July 9, 1910 (Iowa) : Owne1· had lost the greater portion of his herd 
and bad procured 14 pigs from one of his neighbors for this experi
ment. The simultaneous method was employed. Treated by, 11; virus 
alone, 3. 

Results: T1·eated, survived, 8, or approximately 73 per cent; treated 
died, 3, or approximately 27 per cent. AU virus-alone animals died. ' 

Jnly 21, 1910 (:Nebraska) : Infected herd. Data incomplete. The 
final report was to the effect that nearly all treated animals survived. 
No statement as to the untreated ones. 

November 12, 1910 (Washington, D. C., J ail) : Herd badly infected. 
Treated, 18; untreated, exact number not known. 

Results=. Treated, surviv.ed, 14, or approximately 78 per cent; 
treated, die~. 4, or approximately 22 per cent; untreated, no exact 
data. Received only the statement that all untreated animals died. 

. December 2. 1910 (Maryland) : Disease just beginning; 4 animals had 
died. Treated, 82 ; untreated, 34. -

Results: Treated, survived, 73, or approximately 90 per cent· treated 
died, 9, or approximately 10 per cent. ' ' 

(The report on the untreated hogs is incomplete but as near as 
could be determined 73 per cent died and 27 per cent 'survived.) 

.March. 3. 1911 (Maryland Agricultural Experimen t Station) : Herd 
slightly mfected. Treated, 42, 3 of which showed t he early symptoms 
of hog cholera; untreated, 0. 
. Results: Treated, survived, 41, or approximately 98 per cent· treated 
dled, 1 , or approximately 2 per cent. (This animal was one' of those 
which were sick when treated.) 

March 16, .1911 (Virginia) : Herd badly infected. Treat ed, 24 ; un
treated, 9. 

Results: Treated, survived, 18, or 75 per cent · trea ted died 6 or 
25 per cent; untreated, died, 9, or 100 per cent. ' ' ' ' 

December 20, 1911 (North Carolina) : Ilerd not infected. Treated, 
4 ; u ntreated. 0. 

Results : All animals remained well. 
December 8, 1911 (Virginia) : Herd infected. Treated, 8; un

treated, 4. 

Result s : Treated, survived, 6, or 75 per cent ; treated, died. 2. or 
25 per cent ; untreated. survived, 1, or 25 per ~nt ; untreated, d ied, ~ . 
or 75 per cent . . 

December - , .1911 (~~aryland) : Herd badly infected. Approximately 
200 bogs had died. This herd is a very valuable one, being compo ed 
·or pure-bred Duroc-Jerseys. T reated, G; untreated, approximately, 40. 

Results : All treated animals survived. l)"o accurate figures given :is 
to the untreated animals; only the general statement was received that 
"a large number had died." 

J anuary 2, 1913 (Bureau of Animal Industry, Division of Animal 
H usbandry) : Healthy herd, and was treated by the serum simultaneous 
method. Treated, 60; untreated, none. 

Results : All animals remained well. 
January 22, 1912 (.l\Iaryland) : Herd infected. One animal had died 

and 3 were sick. Treated, 5, 3 of which were sick when treated. 
Untreated, none 

Results : Three, or GO per cent, of these animals died (sick when 
treated) ; 2, or 40 per cent, of these animals survived (well when 
treated). 

January 25, 1912 (Columbia Hospital for Deaf) : Herd badly in
fected. Treated, 4. Number of untreated animals could not be ascer
tained. 

Results: All treated animals survived. Reliable data concerning 
the untreated ones could not be obtained. 

January 26, 1912 (Fort Hunt, Va.) : Ilerd infected. Treated, 14 ; 
untreated, 18. 

Results: T!"eated, survived. 13, or approximately 93 per cent; died, 
1, or approximately 7_ per cent. Untreated, survived, 8, or approxi
mately 45 per cent; died, 10, or approximately 55 per cent. 

February 27 and Apri! 20, 1912 (Government Hospital for Insane, 
J?. C.) : This herd was mfected and kept under poor hygienic condi-
tions. Treated, 120 ; untreated, 44. . 

. Results : Treat~d, survived, 118, or approximately 98 per cent; 
died, 2, or. approximat!?lY 2 per cent. Untreated, no exact figures could 
~e ascertam~d coneernrng these hogs, but the asylum veterinarian placed 
it at approximately 90 per cent. _ 

. November -, 1912 (Iowa Agricultural College) : Disease just begin
nmg. One or two hogs n,ot eating well. Treated, 24; untreated, 3. 

Results : Treated, sm'Vlved, 24 · untreated. died 3. 
December 14, 1912 (Virginia) : Herd infected. Treated 4 • un-

treated, 4. ' ' 
Results: Treated, survived, 4, or 100 per cent · untreated survived 

1, or 25 per cent; untreated, died, 3, or 75 per ce~t. ' ' 
July, 1908 . (Kansas City, Kans.) : Experiment. Thirty-five young 

~boats n:ere purc;hased from a. farm where hog cholera had not existed. 
:r~ese. pigs, havmg been ~arried to the Kansas City stockyards and 
bemg m charge of a committee appointed by the exchange were treated 
as follows : Twenty-two were injected with antiho"'-cholei·a serum pre
pared byJ" the bureau. Four were injected with virulent hog-cholera 
blood. Nme were not treated in any manner. All were placed in u 
pen together. As was expected, the 4 pigs inoculated with the virulent 
bl~pd . cont~;icted bog cholera within a short time .and all died. The 
9 . checks contracted ho~ cholera from those which were inoculated 
with bog-choler~ blood, ana they also died. The 22 pigs treated with 
th.e serum remarned well with the exception of one or two, which were 
sllghtly affected on one or two days. It is not certain however that 
the trouble with the treated hogs was hog cholera, as none died'. All 
~~of::a.autopsies on the check animals showed typical lesions of hog 

August, 1910 (South Omaha, Nebr.) : Experiment. This experiment 
was undertaken at the request of State officials and the Nebraska Swine 
Breeders' Association. The Union Stock Yards Co., of South Omaha, 
also offered to cooperate and to bear the expense incident to the 
purchase and care of hogs used. in the experiment. Thirty pigs, weigb
mg from 40 to 60 pounds, were purchased from a farm which had been 
free from hog cholera for· several years. These bogs were carried to 
the stockyards an~, on July 23, .1910, 4 of them were injected with 
blood fl:om hogs sick of hog cholera. These injected pig , which were 
pla~ed 1:11 a pen by thems.elyes, J?ecame sic_!;: on the 28th of July, at 
wh~ch time 18 of th~ remauung pigs were given one dose of the serum, 
while th~ other 8 pigs were not treated in any way. The 18 serum
tt·~nted pigs ai;id the ~ untreated pigs were then placed in the same pen 
with the 4 pigs which had been made sick of bog cholera The 4 
pigs which wer~ inoculated with hog cholera all died. The 8 un
treated check p1p;s all . contracted. bog cholera from the 4 inoculated 
~mes. The 18 pigs which were given serum and which were confined 
m the sai;ne pen with t~e 4 origi!Jal sick pigs and with the 8 untreated 
pigs, which became sick, remarned perfectly well and were finally 
fy..rned o\er to th_e officials of the stockyards company upon the comple· 
hon of the e~penment en September .17, 1910. 

I n conclus10n, the ~otal number of hogs treated by both the serum
alone and the serum-simultaneous methods in the above demonstrations 
was 744, of which 613, or appr·oximately 82 per cent survived while 
of the untr~ated hogs, which :i;iumbered ?62, 228, or approximately 65 
per cent, ~ed. Tb~ figU;res given showmg the percentage of the nn· 
treated ammals which d ied are not absolutely correct in that in the 
case of two herds the report was to the effect that a large number of 
untreated .bogs di~d, while in four herds it was reported that all on· 
treated amm~ls die~. As we bad no definite data as to the number of 
untreated ammals m these herds, they were not considered in figurin"' 
the percentage. "' 

l\Ir. SLOAN. T?e -rnrious States have appropriated for the 
purpose of adyancmg the serum treatment as follows : 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ *il:ill 
Ke~tuclq'----------------------------------- -- $10,000 to 15, 000 
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.The following Stntes ha1e either 1ery small or indefinite 
funds provided: Delaware, 1.ndlana, New York, South Dakota, 
and Louisiana. 

I believe that any reasonable sum appropriated and pru- . 
dently spent by tile Government in forwarding this work will be 
returned to the people of the country, who are paying \ery 
high prices for their meats mm;.~ · hundredfold. 

If even a fair mea ure of success should follow the extended 
nse of thi erum or other treatment that the department may 
find efficacious, thern would be l:;ractical encouragement given to 
the States and indi"riduals for the pa sage and enforcement of 
reasonable quarantine measures looking toward the more ef
fective check of thi s disease between loca1itie where the hog 
raiser is careful and enterprising and those communities where 
the owners are indifferent and shortsighted. It is kn0'\"\'11 that 

- the cholera is easily spread from one animal to another and 
readily carried from one community to another. The lack of 
known remedy or pre1entive, and the disastrous results follow
ing the infection of a herd, han~ heretofore prompted the swine 
owner at the first cutbreak of the disease to hasten to market 
those apparently not infected or least infected. In that way, in 
tlle passing from farm to shipping point and lJeing shippec1. in the 
Yarious stock car through tb,e State and into other States, 
e tablishes highways for the carriage of this disease to every 
slauglltering point 01· yards where stock bogs may be pmchused 
and distributed. 

Dr. l\felvin says: 
In many outbreaks of cholera the disease is subacute, and in this 

form an owner could shiµ bi apparently well hogs f1:om some Wt;stern 
State to a live-stock center, such as Chicago, and without the disease 
having been developed sufficiently at the time of their arrivai at Chi
cago to cause suspicion. These hogs might then be bought, and fre
quently are bought, for shipment tc.• eastern mm·kets, sue?. as Bu_ffalo, 
New York, or points in l\lassachn etts. Undet· the proviswn:;; or the 
28-hour law these bogs would either have to be fed watered, antl 
rested in the cars or unloaded in stockyards en route for feed, water. 
and rest. In the lat ter case, we would be very apt to J· ave sever~l 
centers of infection established at these unloadrng yards L::twcen Ch1-
c:i.go and this easte1·n point. Followin.g thJs, it would be quite a c~m
mon matter for some farmer or s tock raiser m one of these mtermediate 
States to bring in some stock hogs, unload them in these infected pens, 
and distribute them among his neighbors, and thus have a number of 
centers of infection established. Tbis same thing would apply .to hogs 
which miooht be shipped out of a State through one of these mfected 
railroad yards. On account of the prevalence of cholera the depart
ment does not now pHmit the shipping out from any of the large 
stockyard centers of bogs for ~reeding or fe~ding purp_oses because 
these yards are considered as bemg constantly rnfected with cholera. 

Perhaps half of our sw1ne for slaughter are carried into inter
state commerce. Cooperation in quarantining with the b~st re
sult should he between the States and the Government. With 
tile large lo ses confronting the producers in e1ery State, quaran
tine reg-ulntions for swine shipped for slaughter ba1e been 
absolutcly nil or, at least, not strict. There is a decided lack of 
uniformity. To show this lack of uniformity, speaking roundly, 
the States mav be placed in the following classification: 

Fir t. Tho e that have some grneral quarantining provisions. 
Second. Those whose quarantine proyisions of law apply 

onlv to shipments of hogs for exhibition or breeding pmposes, 
or -both. 

Third. States having no quarantine regulations for hogs. 
There are in the first class: Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, 

California, Iowa, Louisiana, .Maryland, :;\linnesota, )lississippi, 
Xorth Dakota, .Pennsylvania South Dakota, Utah, Wyoming. 

In the secol.).d class: Indiana, l\Iontana, Nebraska, North 
Carolina, Oklahoma, Oregon, Sout~ Carolina, Tenne see, Tex.as, 
and Washington. 

In the thi.i:d class: Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, 
Georgia, Idaho, Dlinois, Kansas, Kentucky, :Maine, Michigan, 
Mas achusetts, Missouri, Nevada, New Hampshire, ~ew Jersey, 
New Mexico, New York, Ohio, Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, 
We t Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

The production of meat for America and the world has been 
an important problem. To produce it at a reasonable price for 
the United States alone seems the future problem. The Depart
ment of Agriculture, dispo ing of this problem which we haYe 
cliscus~ed, has one of the most important problems of meat
tood supply. Fortunately this does not relate to any particular 
locality or section of the United States. While some . States 
are materially in advance of the others, yet there is no assur
ance tllat they will remain so long. A recent Tisit to the South, 
and an attendance at the National Corn Show at Columbia, 
S. C., where hundreds of · boys were who had been raising from 
100 to 200 or more bushels of corn per acre in the Yarious . 
States-Jerry .Moore, South Carolina, 228i bushels, at cost of · 
16-! cents per bushel; James A. Leach, 196! bushels, at cost of 
JO cents per bushel. This brought home the reflection that, '"vith 
the increased yield of corn and ether cereals in that great and 

• fertile section, the enterprising citizens would be meeting the 
next important p·roblem after production; that is, transporta-

tion. Wise and bold is the legislator who will seek to compel 
the great common carriers to adjust to an equitable basis tran.s
portation charges, but wiser still and more valuable to his com
munity is he who will attempt to solve that transportation 
question by concentration · of that product, so that the transpor
tation company, instead of having the op}Jortunity of hauling 
corn worth a cent a pound, he must ship swine worth from 5 
to 10 cents a pound, reducing in that way the relative per
centage of expense to nllue for transportation charges. 

Some years ago fl rnan whom I regard as one of the best 
financiers of my own State, discussing freight-rate problems, 
said: 

. Railway comr;riissions and legislative maximum freight rates are all 
right, but that is not the way to beat the transportation company. 

Our peon.le are simply raising corn ; it takes nearly 2 bushels of com 
at this time to get the third bushel of corn to market. Feed it to your 
hogs, concentrate your p1·oduct, your transportation burden will be rela
tively decreased; o~· feed your corn to your cattle and bring about a 
imilar result; or, instead of shipping the beef, you may concentrate 

your product further, so that instead of shipping corn that will not pay 
its own way, ship butter, 1 pound of which will ·hip rn of its kind. 

This was many years ago; the large concentration of prod
ucts in saving transportation costs has been doubled and in 
many cases trebled under the preEeut rates and prices. 

I see in the increased impetus of corn raising an increased 
impetus in swine producing and swine care. I belieYe that the 
Government wi11 be doing no more than its economic duty if 
from time to time it shaJI, through liberal appropriations and 
zealous propaganda, teach the swine producers the use of the 
remedy in which the department has such faith, to the 'Bnd 
that the loss to the producer of · this property so generally 
owned may be reduced to a minimum, the ·high price of this 
important food be measurably reduced to the consumer, and 
the health of the public less seriously menaced. 

'l'he United States ha.s more than one-third of the hog of 
the world. · It has less than one-sixth of the cattle and les 
than one-tenth of the sheep, so that the relative importance of 
the swine industry may be readily seen. The total value of 
cattle, including milch cows and beef-producing animals, in 
the 10 States-10 leading tick States, named in the order of 
their cattle interests: Texas, Oklahoma, Georgia, l\Iississippi, 
Arkansas, Alabama, Louisiana, Nortll Carolina, Florida, and 
South Carolina-where the southern cattle tick operates iEJ 
$2 7,914,000. Tbe value of the hogs in tho e States amount. to 
$9 ,696,000, which is more than one-third of the cattle nlue. 
The value of the beef animals in those States is $1G2,361,000, so 
that as meat producers the hogs of tho e 10 States equal GO 
per cent of their beef production. Tlle 1alue of the swine in 
the 10 leading swine-producing States-Iowa, Illinois, Nebraska, 
:'.\Hssouri, Indiana, Ohio, Kansas, Wisconsin, Minnesota and 
:'.\lichigan-=-not including any of the southern tick State , i 
$336,471,000. 

As an economic factor the hog is entitled to the best of treat
ment. While not at any time appealing to the aesthetic or 
ever haYing been canonized, as a type of dignity he has usually 
"delivered the goods." He has that \Thich many desire, and 
eYen Congressmen, haTing or desiring riYers and harbors, ho1er 
round his repository, "the IJarrel." This measure is calculated 
to fill the pork banel instead of emptying it. He knows no State 
lines, and has not that regard to altitude, latitude, and longi
tude for which other meat animals are sticklers. Like a 
wealthy relatirn, he becomes most Taluable. when he dies a 
sudden and unnatural death. He has aided the pioneer to de
velop every State, has pai<l more store debts, bought more 
land, built more homes, lifted more mortgages, paid more 
freight, swe1led more bank accounts, aided in the erection of 
more schools and churches, sent more young people to coJlege, 
has been carried to more markets of the world, satisfied the 
hunger of more poor, tickled the palates of more rich, and re
galed the tastes of more princes than any other meat-producing 
animal. 

It can not be said of him that "be wants but little here 
below." He wants much; but he wants that not for long. 

Remove the menace of cholera and lle will become a mint 
for tbe free coinage of gold. He is more yaluable than all tlle 
precious minerals of the mountains, because his veins · are re
liable and his stock being sold is no imposition upon the 
buyer. , 

Demonstrations by the Bureau of Animal Industry in _coop
eration with States and individuals to test thoroughly the 
Government's preTentive remedy will be money and energy well 
spent, because if the Government has not an effective remedy, 
then one should be discoyered and used. 

The two most damaging diseases to meat animals in this coun
try are hog cholera and the cattle tick. The loss from hog 
cholera is e timated at from fifteen million to forty-two million 
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dollars '3Jlllually for n. period of years. I slia.11 subm1t the fig- · 
ures for a long period of time. Then the loss from the cattle 
tick by death is estimatoo at from four to eight millions. That 
statement of 25,000,000 was inclusive of speculative losses. 
The estimates of Dr. 1\Ieldn for death losses are from fom to 
eight millions. The other estimate, I repeat, is based on specu
lative losses which reduce it to the basis of from four to eight 
millions. That is the rank -0f the two great di eases which 
reduce our general meat supply. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SLOAN. Yes. 
l\Ir. HOBSON. How does the gentleman differentiate be

tween speculati 1e and actual losses? 
Mr. SLOAN. When the animal dies the loss is complete; but 

there is an additional loss through the lack of growth and de
terioration. That is speculative. 

Mr. HOBSOX I can tell the gentleman that it is more than 
speculative. In one county where we eradicated the cattle tick 
we more than doubled tlle average ·ralue of all the cattle in that 
county. 

Mr. SLOA..N. It is till speculative, but the speculation ap
proximates a certainty. 

Mr. HOBSON. You ought to girn an estimate, and I do not 
think the gentleman ought to count only the death loss, because 
the death loss is the smallest par.t of it. All the cattle in my dis
trict except that one county are infected with the cuttle tick, and 
all the cattle in tliat county were infected until they eradi
ca.ted it. 

.J\Ir. SLOAN. I want to say that on that same basis the 
GoYernment, cooperating in these 10 States, has cleared a ter
ritory as great as the States of Georgia, Alabama, and Missis
sippi, and what was done in that work can be done throughout 
the United Sta.tes with the hog cholera. 

l\Ir. HOBSON. I do not question that. 
l\Ir. SLOAN. I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 

in the RECORD. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LEVER. .J\Ir. Chairman, it seelllS to me the committee 

ought to understand this situation thoroughly before it agrees 
to increase this appropriation by $200,000. The situation is 
this: The item in the bill carries an appropriation now of 
$6:?0,000. The current law carries an appropriation of $600,000. 
The committee increased that amount $20,000, and I want the 
committee to know that every dollar of the $620,000 carried in 
this bill is available for the use of demonstrating the best 
methods of preventing hog cholera. There can not be any doubt 
about that proposition, and the fact that this money has not 
been used in that direction heretofore is not a criticism of the 
Committee on Agriculture. It is not an evidence of the fact 
that we have overlooked the great hog industry of the country. 
It is hardly a criticism of the officials of the Agricultural De
partment. The fact is that the department, since 1903, has 
been sending out its bulletins on the prevention of hog cholera, 
and sending the serums out so that now 30 of the States are 
working on this very problem, through the serum idea. 

.J\Ir. GOOD. It is equally true that all of this $620,000 could 
be expended for one of a dozen different· things, and not a 
penny of it spent for the eradication of hog cholera. 

l\Ir. LEVER That is very true, and that is exactly the 
point I was trying to bring out. It is a question that we must 
leave to the good judgment of the officials who execute the laws. 

Now, some suggestion has been made in reference to the 
cattle-tick appropriation of $325,000. I want to call the atten
tion of gentlemen to the fact that this work has been in opera
tion in the South for about eight years, but the first appropria
tion for the purpose of demonstrating the method of eradicating 
the cattle tick was only $50,000, and not $325,000. We are not 
certain that the $45,000 that the committee are willing to give 
will bring the result that we hope to have it bring, but we are 
willing to spend $45,000 in trying out the method, in trying 
to ascertain if the serums are, i:o fact, preventives. But I do 
not think this Congress ought to be asked to spend $200,000 to 
try out a proposition which may or may not be good. It seems 
to me the committee has acted wisely in the fact that it de
sired to start this work on a conservative basis. If it proves 
efficacious, if next year we have found a way of demonstrating 
that serum is a preventtrn of hog cholera, then I am sure this 
committee will give you eyery penny that the Department of 
Agriculture estimates for this ·great work. That is the sensible 
view for us to take. Try out the method; if it is efficient, give 
-sufficient means to carry it to the people. 

1\Ir. HELM. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
.J\Ir. LEVER. Yes. 
.Mr. HELl\f. now large n. forcE~ has the department available 

t o put into the field to guarantee the execution of this work? 

Mr. L EVER. ' I n answer to the suggestion of the gentleman, 
I will say thtit I d-0 not kn-0w how many men they ha\e. I do 
not know that the department knows. Hence the committee 
took the sensible course and approprinted a small sum, in order 
that we might go at this work in a conserrntive rather than 
an extra'\ugant manner. We are giving them nearly four times 
the amount that they have heretof-Ore been using for this pur
pose. 

Mr. REL~[. So that if the committee were to Yote the 
$.200,()()(), you· do not know whether the department could utilize 
that sum or not? 

~fr. LEVER. Absolutely not; and the gentleman fl'om Iowa 
[Mr. TOWNER] does not know it. Nobody knows how they 
would use it. or if they used it whether it would be beneficial 
to the country in doing what is sought to be done by this amend
ment. Let us be wise and start at thls in a small way, and 
if it pro-ms good this Congress will do the wise thing and 
make all appropriations necessary to give the Department of 
Agricultm'e sufficient means to carrs on the 'Tork sought to be 
done. 

Mr. TOWNER. I hope it will not be understood-it · cer
tainly is not so intended-that those who favor this additional 
appropriation intend ~hereby to cast any reflection or criticism 
upon the committee. On the contrary, I think the committee 
is remarkably responsive to the reasonable demands that are 
made. I am quite sure if this proposition had been originally 
urged before the committee au adequate appropriation would 
ha·rn been reported. When all the circumstances are known, 
this proposition ought to appeal to everyone. In the first place, 
it must not be understood that this serum is a cure for hog 
cholera. That is a mistake that not only Members of this House 
make, but many of the farmers of the United States have been 
making. It is not a cure, but it is an efficacious prewnti\e of 
hog cholera. We can easily understand how much more diffi
cult0it is to get a man who has a herd of hogs that is not affected 
to use a preventive than it would be to get him to use a cure 
if his herd was affected. The work, therefore, must largely 
and must necessarily be a method of demonstration, a method 
of education, a method of taking into these communities where 
they raise hogs not only the serum itself, but the method of 
using it, and the necessity for using it, and a demonstration 
that its use is efficacious. 

When it is understood that eYery State in the Union is a hog
raising State, when it is understood that interest in the pre
vention of this deadly plague must be universal throughout the 
United States, when it is understood that this work ·must be 
nation wide if it shall be carried on efficaciously, it seems to 
me that it must be apparent that this demonstration of the 
effective prevention of hog cholera must take an amount of 
work that will not be covered by an appropriation of $45,000. 
In my judgment $200,000 is a very small amount, and I yenture 
to say that the next bill that will be brought in will contain an 
appropriation for this purpose \ery much larger than $200,000. 

Mr. J\TYEl Will the gentleman yield r 
l\fr. TOWJ'\TER. Certainly . 
Mr. NYE. Does the gentleman say that this is exclusively a 

pre·rnn ti ve? 
Mr. TOWNER. Yes. 
Mr. NYEJ. And should every man that raises hogs get this 

serum to prevent hog cholera? 
Mr. TOWJ'\~R. I do not know exactly what is in .the gentle

man's mind. 
l\!r. NYE. I mean, if it is a preventive, must all farmers use 

it as a preventive? 
1\Ir. TOWNER. That is not it. The idea is that when cholera 

breaks out those in the \icinity whose hogs are not affected 
ought to know how they can prevent their herds from being 
affected. The Government ought to be ready to send a man 
whenever there is an epidemic, so that they can take the serum 
there and demonstrate its use and educate these farmers who 
have herds in the immediate neighborhood how they can pre
·rnnt loss from the epidemic. 

Mr. HELM. Will the gentleman yield? 
· Mr. TOWNER. I will. . 
Mr. HELl\I. I am: anxious to know how many hog doctors 

the Agricultural Department has available to use this $200,000? 
· Mr. TOWNER. It is not that. The Government of the 
United States can secure, if they have the funds, men in eY-ery 
State from the agricultural colleges who will do this without 
sending out ~directly from the department. But the United 
States can not do it unless they have the money to puy for it, 
and unless they hare the serum manufactmed and made avail-
able. · 

l\Ir. COX. Will the gentleman yield ? 
.Mr. TOWNEil. I will. 

' 
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1\lr. COX. Doe the gentlem:m beliern that the Goyemrnent 
should go any further than to simply demonstrate work in this 
particular? · 

1\lr. TOWNER I do; because the Government ougllt espe
cially to furni h the erum for the reason that patent medi
cine men-the fra ids all oyer the country, who are seeking to 
11rey on the credulou farmer-finding that the u e _of a serum 
is considered effe"tive, will a sert that their priYate serum is 
better than any other, and thus sell the farmers worthless 
nostrums. 'l'hey oucrht not to be put in a position where they 
can decei•e the farmer. 

The CHAIRl\.IAJ.~. Tlle time of the gentleman hns e:q1irecl. 
1\Ir. COX. I ask unanimous consent that he hnrn two min

utes more. 
Mr. LAMB. I call for the regular order. 
The CHAIRMA..i'\'. The demand for the regular onler is 

equivalent to an objection. 
lUr. EDWARDS. 1\lr. Chairman, in di cussing this matter it 

i not my purpo e to in any way reflect on the committee. On 
the contrary, I have only the greatest praise for the committee 
because I think they are doing a noble work, a work that means 
much to the country. This is an important matter. I heartily 
fa •or the $200,000 appropriation, and I hope the amendment 
will pre,~ail. I hope, too, i:Q. the pa age of the amendment, 
language will be emL1loyed that will restrict the expenditure 
of this money for this very important purpose. 

In 1D12 hog cholera co t the farmers of the Go•ernment 
$42,042,900. 'That pre ents a erious ituation. It is not only 
a loss to the farmers but it is a lo. s to the whole country, and 
if -we can secure a remedy again,st it it will sarn to the peopl.e 
of the country tMs enormous sum of money, which is quite 
worth while. 

:Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
sympathetic <JUe tion? 

Mr. EDWARDS. I wilJ, with pleasure. 
l\lr. HOBSON. Under the present condition of rnannfa<'ture 

it costs 90 cents to get serum enough to inoculate a h:undred· 
pound hog. That is ridiculously high, but if you starnlardize 
and systematize it it ought npt to be half that amount. 

)fr. EDWARDS. lUr. Chairman, I quite agree with the 
g utleman from AJa.barna [:Mr. HoBSON]. I think the work of 
tandardiziD<>' and y tematizing it Should be Undertaken. 
l\lr. MOSS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, ,yill the gentleman 

Yie1d for a question? 
~ l\lr. EDWARDS. Not just now. I ha-re onJy five minutes. I 
believe this important work can best lJe done tbrou~h the De
partment of Agriculture here. In Georgia, the State is under· 
takinO' to manufaclure and furnish cholera serum to the farmers. 
I do ~ot know just what the amount is that is beinO' expen<lell. 
there but it is uot -a -very large amount. I am in fayor 0f 
getti~g re ults, and I IJelie>e those re ults. can be t b~ gotten 
th.l·ou(rh · the National Department of .Agriculture, which can 
work in conjunction ancl cooperate with the -rarious depart
ments of agriculture in the several State . 

As I was about to remark when the gentleman from .Alabama 
[1Ir. HOBSON] interrupted me. in 1912 Georgia rai ed 2,09 ,000 
hog . Of that number 1G9,938 died from cholera. That amounted 
to a little more than 8 per cent of the total number of hogs 
raised in that State for 1D12. The total value of the hogs 
rai. ed in Georgia in 1012 amounted to $14,037,000. The total 
amount of loss through cholera in the State of Georgia in 1912 
was $113 ,GOO. I appreciate what the State of Georgia bas 
undert;;{ken to do for the farmers in protecting the hogs against 
·bolera, but I do not think it bas gone far enough and I do 

not think any of tlle States of the Union ha Ye gone far enough 
in thi matter; and, with all due respect to this important com
mittee I do not believe this bill goes far enough in the matter. 
I hope' the amendment making the appropriation will pre•ail. 

As bas been remarked by the gentleman from Iowa, the 
!':erum is not a cure. No more is it a cure for cholera than is 
Yaccination a cm·e for mallpo:x:, but it is a preventi•e. If it 
is u. ed in time, it will prevent the cholera getting among the 
llo.,.s ju t as •aceination will prevent smallpox among people. 
It i ' my irnpres ~ion that the cost is about 00 cents for inoc:u
lating a hog. 

l\Ir. HOBSOX. That is a 100-pound hog? 
1\lr. EDWARDS. I do not understand that it makes any dif

ference as to the weight. 
1\lr. HOBSON. Yes; it does vary with the weight. 
:\Ir. EDWARDS. Then, it costs many times what it ought to 

co t and I would welcome legislation and action that would 
not 'only make certain this remedy but girn it to the people at 
a greatly reduced cost. 

The CHAIRMAN. 'rhe time of the gentleman from Georgia 
bns expired. AH time for debate has expired. The Clerk will 
revort the amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebra. ka 

·and the amendment to the amendment offered by the gentlerua.n 
from Iowa.. 

The Clerk read a follows: 
Amendment to the amendment offered by tile gent leman from Iowa. : 
Amend, at the end of line 12. Strike out the emicolon and in .-ert a 

colon, and add the following : 
"P1·ovidcc1-, That of this sum not Jes than $43,000 hall be set aside 

for demonstrating the best method of pre\'enting hog cholera." 
l\Ir. HOBSOX. l\lr. Chairman, I make the point of order 

against the amendment at this juncture. 
l\Ir. l\I.A....,N. Why, it bas been discu ed here for h a1f an 

hour. 
:Mr. l\IAGUIRE of Nebraska. It come. too late. 
l\lr. HOBSON. l\Ir. Chairman, I wish to offer an amend

ment to the amendment, or a substitute for tlle amendment 
a amended. 

The CHAIRMAJ.~. Doe the gentleman offer a sub ·titute 
for the entire amendment? 

1\lr. HOBSON. Yes. 
l\lr. lUANN. :;\Jr. Chairman, I dernn·nd the regular order. 
Mr. LAl\.IB. I demand the reO'ular order. 
The CHAIRi\IA.1 ' . 'rhc regular order is to vote on tlle 

amendment. 
l\lr. HOBSON. l\Ir. hairman, I ,,·ish to offer a substitute. 
The OILHilMAN. The gentleman from .Alabama will encl 

it up. 
l\Ir. HOBSON. The sub titute i to sh·ike out of the amenll

ment the words "eight hundred and t°"enty thousand ' and 
insert " eyen hundred and ten thou and," thus cutting down 
the increase from $200,000 to 00,000. 

lUr. lU.ANX l\lr. Chairman, I submit that if the O'entleman 
will offer an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ion:a it would be in order, becau e the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebra ka is not an amendment except 
by way of a substitute. 

Mr. HOBSON. Then I will make it an amendment to the 
amendment. I lia-re no objection to that. 

The CHA.IR.i\IA.N. '.rhere is aJreatly an amencJment pending. 
l\Ir. IIOBSON. Then, 1\Ir. Chairman, I offer it a n sub

stitute to the entire amendment as amencled. 
The HAIR~l.A.N. The question is on the sub. titute. 
lUr. lUAGUIIlE of Nebra ka. l\lr. Ohairman, I haYe some 

doubt whether my amendment is in order properly to .the 
amendment and I a. k unanimous consent to withdraw the 
amendment in the hope that the other amendment wrn be 
'\'oted down and then I will offer this amendment following 
that. 

i\fr. HOBSOX. Then, l\lr . . Chairman, I offer also an nrnend
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

The CHAIR.MAN. The gontleman from Nebra ka can uot 
withdraw his amendment except by -tmanimous consent. Doc::> 
the Chair understand the gentleman a ks unanimou con.., f'nt·: 

Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebra ska. I ask unanimou con ent. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 

The hair hears none. 
l\lr. HOBSON. l\lr. hairman, I offer an amendment to trike 

out the figures "$ 20,000 " and sub titute therefor the figures 
"$710,000." -

The CHA.IR:.\IAN. The Clerk ''"ill re11ort the amendment. · 
The Clerk read as follo,vs : 
Amend the amendment by triking out "$820,000" and insert in lieu 

thereof "$710,000." 

Mr. LEVER. 1\lr. Chairman, a parliamentary in<Juiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman wm state it. 
l\Ir. LEVER. I would like to ask the Chair whether this 

amendment carrie any direction to the Secretary of ..1griculture 
as to how this money shall be used? 

The CHAIR:\IAN. The Chair can not state--
Mr. HOBSON. I make the point of onler it doe not matter 

bow it is used. The gentleman has not re ened any i1oint of 
order against the amendment. -

The CHAIR.MAN. The que tion is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question ·was taken, and the Clrn.irruan announced the 
noes appeared to have it. 

On a di-rision (demanded by l\lr. MAN~), there were--aycs 
lD, noes 43. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The que tion is upon the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 
The que tion was taken, and the Chairman announced that 

the noes seemed to ha-rn it. 
On a diYision (demanded by l\lr. Goon), there were-ayes 

31, noes 35. 
lUr. GOOD. Tellers, Mr. hairrnan. 
Tellers were order_ed. 



1913~ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 2749. 
The committee agaiu di-\·i<led; and the ·tellers (l\lr. GooD and 

~Ir. LAMB) reported that there were-ayes 45, no-es 52. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
l\lr. :HA.GUIRE of Nebraska. l\lr. Chairman, I offer the fol-

lowing :uueudmeut. 
The OHAIRUA.N. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Olerk read as follows: 
.\mend, page 11, at the end of line 12, by striking out the semicolon 

and inserting a colon and add the following: "Prorided, That of this 
sum not le s than $4i5.000 shall be set as ide for demonstrating the best 
method of preventing hog cholera." 

~Ir. GOOD. I mo>e to amend the amendment by striking out 
the figures ·' $-15.000" and inserting " $100,000 " in lieu thereof. 

The CHAIR)IAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend the amendmen t by s triking out the figures " $45,000" and in-

serting in lieu thereof "$100,000." · 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The question was takeu, and the Chairman announced the 
uoes seemed to ha>e it. 

On a di vision (demanded by l\Ir. GooD) , there were-ayes 
3"5, noes 47. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 
The questiou was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
:i\Ir. LEWIS. j\fr. Chairman, I offer the following am'endment. 
The CHAIRMAN". The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On line 12, page 11. after the figures "$720,000," amend by adding: 

"Xot more t.ba n 30,000 of which sum may be applied to indemnifying 
the owners of milch cows condemned under section 2 of the act of Con
gr<» s approved March 2, 1893, and the regulations of the District of 
Columbia in relation thereto." 

Mr. LE' Ell. ~Ir. Chairman, I resene a point of order on the 
amendment. 

~Ir. ~IA..i.~N. I make the point of order. 
~Ir. LA~IB. I ask unanimous consent that this may go oyer 

without prejudice until to-morrow. 
~Ir. lUA..i.~N. Mr. Chairman, I make the point-of order against 

the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order of the gentle

man from Illinois? 
~Ir. lUA.~~. That there is no authority of law for paying for 

these cattle that are condemned. It has been ruled here year 
after year. • 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair remembers last year the exact 
point was up, and the Ohair sustains the point of order. 

lUr. LEWIS. M,r. Chairman, I ha 1e not been heard, I submit, 
Qn the point of order. 

~Ir. LA~IB. I ask unanimous consent that it go 01er until 
r.o-morrow, without prejudice. 

.Mr. UcLAUGHLIN. .Mr. Chairman, I object. 
lir. LEWIS. I understand the matter goes o'ler until to-

morrow--
)Ir. l\IADDTu'1'.- I object. 
~Ir . .McLAUGHLIN. I object. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. Objection is made. 
~Ir. LEWIS. I can not hear the Chair. 
The CHAIR~.IAN. It was the understanding of the Chair 

when the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. LEWIS] made that re
quest that objections were heard. 

lir. LEWIS. I wanted to discuss it. Now, I think I have a 
point that the Chair might wish to consider in that connection. 

The OH.A.IRl\IAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

l\Ir. LEWIS. I thank the Chairman for his courtesy. 
I call the attention of the committee to the fact that this 

amendment makes no new appropriation. The section of the 
bill as already framed, as it has already passed through many 
Congresses, makes an appropriation for specific purposes, be
cause it clothes the Secretary of Agriculture with the power 
to make applications of this appropriation in the line of the 
amendment, and he has made applications of the appropriation 
in that way. 

The amendment does not, therefore, consist of an appropria
tion or new legislation, but consists of a limitation upon an 
appropriation, for tmder the statute as it is now, under the 
paragraph as at present framed, the whole $620,000 might be 
applied to this object, and the amendment restiicts the appro
priation to not more than $30,000, and I submit is therefore 
not subject to the point of order which has been made. The 
case is so wholly peculiar that the Ohair ought to thoroughly 
understand these facts before making a renewed ruling. 

Mr. l\IADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LEWIS. In regard to the point of order? 

Mr. MADDEN. I was going to a k if it was not the custom 
of States to pay for catt1e so affiicted? 

Mr. LEWIS. The whole sum is appropriated for that imr
pose now, if the Secretary of Agriculture chose to so regard it, 
and· -the amendment amounts to a limitation upou an ap1n·o
priation and not to ::m appropriation itself. 

l\fr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question bear
ing on that point? In what line of the paragraph does he find 
authority to use that appropriation for indemnifying owners of 
condemned tubercular cattle? 

l\Ir. LEWIS. I will ask the chairman of the committee to 
reply to that question. There is no questiou of the pon-er of 
the Secretary of Agriculture to apply the money in that way, 
and it is now applied in that way in the city of Washington. 

l\Ir. LAl\IB. In view of this, as well as other matters relat
ing to :l.t, I ask unanimous consent that this paragraph go o"ler 
until to-morrow without prejudice, when one of my colleagues 
from Virginia will be here who can not be here to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Yirginia asks un:rni
mous consent that this paragraph go O\'er without prejudice. 

Mr. MADDEN. l\Ir. Chaii'man, I object. 
l\Ir. .MANN. I ask for the regular order. Does the Chair 

desire to hear anything further on the point of order? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear from the 

gentleman from Illinois [Mr. l\IANN]. 
Mr. l\1ANN. ~Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by the 

gentleman directs the Secretary of Agriculture to use the 
amount named in the amendment, $620,000, for a certain rmr
posc, and even if it be true that the Secretary of Agriculture 
might in his discretion use the entire sum carried in the bill 
for the same purpose, it would still be a change of law to re
quire him to use a specified portion of that sum for that pm
pose. 

l\fr. LEWIS. The amendment does not do so. He is ex
pending now money for that purpose. This amendment re
stricts the amount to which he might otherwise be unrestricted, 
and which he might expend, to $30,000. 

Mr. l\I~TN. That is not how I heard the amendment read. 
l\Ir. LEWIS. That is the purpose. 
Mr. MAl'\fN. I ask te> have the amendment reported agah1. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend-

ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On liue 12, page 11, after the words "six hundred and twenty thou-

sand dollars," amend by adding : · 
" Not more than $30 000 of which sum may be applied to indemnif):

ing the owners of milch cows condemned under section 2 of the act of 
Congress approved March 2, 1895, and the regulations of the District of 
Columbia in relation thereto." -

l\fr: MANN. '.rhat, of course, does not come in the proper 
place, but that is a matter easily corrected. The same questiou 
was up a year ago. While this, as the gentleman stated, does 
not authorize the Secretary to use it, it authorizes the Secre
tary to use it for a certain purpose affecting any cliscretiou he 
ha::; now, although I do not think the Secretary has any author
ity under the provisions of this act to pay for these-milch cows. 

Mr. LEWIS. It is conceded by the committee that he has 
and he has acted upon it in the past. ' 

1\Ir. LEVER.. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it is quite fair 
to say that it is conceded by the committee. It may be conceded 
by some. For one I take the position of the gentleman from 
Illinois [i\Ir. i\IANN] that there is no authority of law by which 
condemned cattle may be paid for except as they might be 
entering into interstate commerce. I will read, if the gentleman 
will permit: 
~he Secretary of Agriculture has th~ power .to expend any part of 

this sum in the purchase and destruction of diseased or exposed ani:. 
mals and the quarantine of the same whenever in his judgment it is 
essential to prevent the spread of pleuropneumonia-

And so forth. 
Now, the proposition of the gentleman from· Maryland is 

to condemn these dairy cattle in the State of Virginia and in the 
State of :Maryland and pay for them there regardless of the 
fact that they are about to enter into interstate commerce and 
thereby spread this disease from one State to another. 

Mr. LEWIS. 1\fay I ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 
it is not a fact that part of this appropriation has been ex
pended in the District of Columbia in payment for condemned 
animals? 

Mr. MANN. Yes; but that is only in consequence of the 
department's construction. 

l\Ir. LEVER.. I belie1e that is simply a matter of construc
tion. 

1\fr. J\IANN. If the Chair thinks there is no authority in the 
law, the Chair does not bother with the question as to whether 
somebody has expended the money improperly in one of the 
departments. The matter has been up on se>eral occasions and 
has been thrashed out thoroughly both before and since the 
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gentleman from !.Iurylnncl [~fr. LEWIS] came into the House, 
ancl the ruling always ha been that ·there was no authority in . 
the law for the ecreta.ry of .Agriculture to pay for cattle con
d~mned in Virginia or l\faryla.nd or other States haying no rela
tion to interstate commerce. 

But the p.mendment -0f the gentleman from 1\Iaryland [Mr. 
LEWIS] would authorize if, and it is for that purpose that it is 
intended. It would authorize the Secretary of Agriculture, 
when one of the inspectors goes into an adjoining State-and 
finds something the matter with the cattle, to pay for those . 
cattle, and if thnt is to be the policy of the Go\ernment the 
same rule should be applied to payment for hogs that ha\e 
been condemned on account of hog cholera under the provisions 
of this act. It has already been stated that that a.mounts to 
many, many millions of d-olL.·u.·s a year. 

l\Ir. LEWIS. Doe tile gentleman from Illinois tilink it quite 
fair to argue the supposed merits -of this matter when the point 
of order is up and the ::mmment should be confined to the point 
of arder and not be upon the merits? 

l\Ir. M.Al\TN. I am not arguing the suppo ed merits. I am 
arguing the point of -order, pure "'alld simple, as to what the 
-effect of the ruling would be holding a pron ion of this sort in 
order. 

Ur. LEVER. Mr. Chairman is the Chair ready to rule? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is re.ady to rule, but the Chair 

will hear the gentleman from South Oarolina if he desires to be 
heard. 

l\1r. LEVER. I -wa about to suggest, :Mr. Chairman, that the 
statement of fact made by the genQeman from Ia1·yland [l\Ir. 
LEwrs] as to the Department of Agriculture hanng paid for 
cattle condemned in the District of Columbia i no doubt cor
rect. There is no question about that. But I doubt the author
ity of the Secretary of Agriculture to do tilat, although I have 
some recollection that he got his authority from au act relating 
to the District of Columbia, but there certainly can be found 
nowhere in any of the acts touchin,g the establishment of the 
Bureau of Animal Industry or in legislation since its establish
ment which gi"ves the Secretary Qf Agriculture the right to in
demnify the owners of cattle that are killed, unless to pre\ent 
them from spreading from one State to another through the 
channels of interstate commerce, and the authority for that I 
read to the Chair a moment ago. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman frnm 
Maryland [Mr. LEwrs] if he knows any authority of law for 
the payment of that except that portion of the statute which 
the gentleman from South Carolina has read? 

Mr. LElWIS. .And the departmental construction that has 
been given to it 

The CHAIRl\IA r. The recollection of the Chair is that this 
exact. matter has been before the committee some two or three 
times, and--

1\1r. LEWIS. Does the Chair n-0tice the expres ion here "to 
purchase diseased and ex.posed animals," and o on, in this last 
paragraph? 

The CHAIR~LA......~. No point of order is made against that, 
although it might be ubject to it, but a point of order is made 
against this. 

.Mr. l\IA.NN. I know that the crentleman from .Maryland does 
not intend to mislead the Ohair, but that expressly provides in 
relation to animals going from one State to another. 

The CHAIRMAN. The recollection of the Chair is that the 
other item referred to i substantially in tile language of the 
law quoted by the gentleman from South Carolina. It is the 
opinion of the Chair that the amendment is not in order, and 
therefore the Chair sustains the point -0f order to it. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For all necessary expenses for the eradication of southern cattle ticks, 

$3'.?5,000. 
l\Ir. BOOHER. Mr. Chairman, I mo1e to strike out the para

graph. 
The CHA.IRMA :r. The Clerk will report the amendment of-

fered by the gentleman from Mi ouri [Mr. Boom.:n] . 
The Clerk read as follow : . 
Page 11, strike out the paragraph included in lines 13 and 14. 
.Mr. BOOHER. l\Ir. Chairman, I am opposed to certain pro

Tisions in this bill because I am opposed to paternalism of 
any kind, and there is more paternalism in this bill than in any 
other that can possibly come before Congress. It is hardly 
possible to so frruue the Agriculture appropdation bill that all 
paternalism can be ayoided. The best we can do is to reduce it 
to a minimum. . 

The paragraph we are now considering approprja.tes $325,000 
for the purpose of emdicating cattle ticks. This matter refers 
to one section of the country, but is of national importance, 

and is defensible -0n1y on this account In 1907 Congress begun 
appropriating for the er.adication of the cattle tick. Thef ap
propriated first $82,uOO. Next year they appropriated $150;000. 
For each year since then they have appropriated $250,000, and 
this year $325,000 is carried in this bill. Already there has 
been appropriated the sum of $1,232,500. 

Mr. HOBSON. I want to ask the gentleman whether he 
makes a distinction between tick eradication, which, by the 
wa.y, I want to tell him, is going on \ery uccessfully in my 
district-whether he makes any distinction between that and 
the Yarious other processes that are usually termed" quarantine," 
as, for instanee, the extinctiQn of yellow fever or the checking 
of cholera or any other scourge that is brought from abroad or 
from State to State; not in any locality, but as an interstate 
matter? I wish to know whether he regards this particular 
work as distinguished from the other work of saving the public 
at large from a scourge? 

l\lr. BOOHER. The gentleman's question is a \ery elaborate 
one, and I really ha\e not the time in my fi\e minutes to ans"\\er 
it; but I do not di cover any similarity betweep a quarantine 
law pre-venting the spread of cholera from one State to another, 
or the mallpox from one country to another, and the eradicn.
tion of the cattle tick. When they have smallpox in my com
munity, and people are quarantined, the man who has small
pox pays the doctor if he is able, and if not the county pays 
the bill. 

l\fr. HOBSON. The gentleman realizes that all of this is 
'based on quarantine? 

l\lr. BOOHER. I know. The eradication of the cattle tick 
Jias come down to be so simple that the man who has no brain. 
at all can get rid of the tick on his cattle. I can pro\e thf:.t 
from the hearing before the Committee on Agriculture. I am 
<>'Oin<J' to read fl'Om these hearings just what each State \eter
inarian who was before that committee a.id about it. 

I want the committee to remember that it is the simplest 
thing in the world to eradicate the cattle tick. All a man has 
to do is to dri\e his cattle through a \at that contains the dip, 
a.nd the ticks are gone. Yet by this bill you are appropriating 
$325,000 to help people help themsel\es. I have no objection 
to the Go\ernment spending money to find remedies for these 
things. I belie\e the Go\ernment ought to find the remedy, and 
after it finds the remedy I belie-ve it ought to furnish it to the 
people, but I do not belie\e the Go-vernment ought to go O\Cl' 
thls country telling men how they must do everything, as thi>3 
bill provides. Why not let the people depend somewhat upon 
their o"\\n intelligence? 

Let us see about this. Let us take first the te ~imony of Dr. 
Dalrymple, State -veterinarian of Louisiana. This is what Dr. 
Dalrymple said before tile committee : 

This tick eradication work is the simplest thing pos Ible. 
That is what the State \eterinarian of Louisiana says. Then 

he goes on to say : 
This dipping-vat process, with the standard arsenical solution, is ab

solutely the thing to do it with. 
Now, you ha\e a formula pro\ided by the Goverrum:·nt. It 

costs on an a\erage $35 to build a yat and put your li<J.uicl in. 
You can fill it full and dip two or three hundred cattle. Yet 
you want $325,000 to enable you to do it. 

How much has Louisiana. appropriated to carry on thiA work? 
Fh'e thousand dollars a year. Yet they say their lo sin Loui i
ana is fr'Om $3)000,000 to $5,000,000 a year. That State, in tile 
face of that fact, appropriates only $5,000 each year to carry on 
that work. 

Dr. Dalrymple goes on to say : 
Olll' loss is from $3,000,000 to $5,000,000 on acount of this cattle-tick 

business. 
If it is true that you ha\e so simple a remedy a Dr. Dal

rymple ays it is, I want to know why the people can not use it 
instead of asking Congress to do it. 

The CHAIRMA....~. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BOOHER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 10 

minutes. 
l\lr. L.A .. MB. I bate to objecr, but we must get on wHh this 

bill. 
Mr. SIMS. Oh, we haye not heard such a speech as this in n. 

Iona time. 
Mr. MANN. Can not the <J'entleman seeur an agreement to 

close debate on this paragraph and amendments? 
l\lr. LAMB. I am willing to yield to the gentleman from Mis

souri [l\Ir. BOOHER] fiye minutes. 
1\Ir. BOOHER. No. I want to say to tbe committee that I 

tried to get time before the general debate clo. ed to di ~cn~s this 
proposition. and I eculd not get it. . 

1\lr. LA.MB. Mr. Chairman, I lllOYe that all debate on this 
paragraph and amendments thereto close in 15 minutes. 
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:Mr. )!ANN. I sugge t to the gentleman that he allow 10 
minutes on a side. 

:Mr. LAl\IB. Then, I '\>Vill make it 20 minutes, 10 minutes on 
a side. 

The CHAIR~IAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves that 
all debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto close in 
20 minutes. 

:\Ir. l\IA..l 'N. I ask unanimous consent that debate on the 
pending paragraph be closed in 20 minute , of which the gen
tleman from l\lis ouri [Mr. Boo HER] shall have 10 .minutes. 

The CHAIR:\I.A.N. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent that all debate on the paragraph and amendments 
thereto be closed in 20 minutes, of which the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BooHEB] shall have 10 minutes. 

Mr. McLA GHLIN. I will not object if I can have two min
utes, for I want to offer an amendment and wish to say a word 
or two upon it. 

l\Ir. MANN. The gentleman can have five minutes if he gets 
recognition from the Chair, as I do not want any time. 

The CHAIR~IA..l~. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BOOHER. Now, I want to read further: 
'l'he l.'H.ur:l\1.lX. Uny I inquire what amount of money your State 

appropriated? 
Dr. DALYRncPr.E. We have been appropriating $5,000 a year for the 

last seven years, but then our counties or our parishes, as we call them, 
ha vc bi-en giving money, and they :ire providing means in the way of 
building the dipping •ats to be used in this work. I can not give the 
exact figures-I have not got them-but that is the amount of State 
money. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is the dipping compulsory? 
Dr. DALYRYiUPLE. It is; yes. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Over what portion of the State? 
Dr. DALYRYMPLE. In our State it is compulsory in three of the north

ern parishes; it started on the northern tier of parishes, but we have 
carried the work forward in some of the interior pari hes, and the local 
p.;of~! ~~Tu~x~intdh~~v~~i_ money for ya ts in order to educate the people 

Mr. HAWLEY. How soon do you expect this whole State to be covered 
by this compulsory dipping law? 

Dr. DALYRY:UPLE. We want more Federal men, we want five more, 
I believe, now. The estimates for the Department of Agriculture were 
made up in September before the real facts in this case were known, 
I believe. Some of the e gentlemen, I think. will be able to show you 
that a great many more men will be required than were thought neces
i;ary at that time. It i not a que tion of any department of the 
Government wanting this. We want it, the people of the South want it. 

There you haYe got the State law in Louisiana, a compulsory 
law, compelling the people to dip their cattle. Why does the 
Government want to appropriate money when the State law has 
taken charge of them and compelled them to do their dipping? 
1 ~ow, I will turn to Dr. Whit~, State veterinarian of Tennessee: 

Mr. 1\lcLAUGHLIN. Just one other question. You say you found the 
method of eradicating the ticks successful, and that it now is just a 
;iuestion of men and money? 

l\fr. WHITE. That is all there is to it. 
Mr. Mcf~AuGHLIN. 'l'bere is quite a stcong feeling prevailing that 

when the Government has demonstrated the method of eradicating the 
ticks and has shown the people just how it can be done, and that it is 
t·educible to a question of time and money, that it is then up to the 
local pP.ople to do the work themselves. 

M1'. WHITE. That is for you people to say. 
Mr. MCLAUGHLIN. What do you think of it? 
Mr. WHITE. I do not think anything of it at all. I belie>e you folks 

ought to stay behind us and help us until we get out of it. _ 
Mr. LEVER. Is it not a fact that the Government put you into it? 
l\fr. WHITE. ~'hey put ns into it, and we want them to help us out. 
Mr. MCLAUGHLIN. Who put you in? 
Mr. WHITE. The Federal Government put us in quarantine. 
And now they want what? After dipping their cattle to 

destroy the ticks, and the Government has spent $1,230,000, they 
want $325,000 again, an increase of $75,000 this year. The 
thing goes on, and every witness testifies along the same line, 
that it is a simple matter and that it can be done by the people. 

In the State of Georgia they have a law, as stated in this 
hearing, fining every man who refuses to dip his cattle, and 
the evidence before the committee was that the law was 
enforced compelling the people to dip their cattle. If it is a 
good law in Georgia, it ought to be a good law in every State. 
It seems to me that if the people are furnished with the remedy 
for the disease, they ought to use it themselv·es. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 
Ml". BOOHER. Certainly. 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. The gentleman speaks of the 

matter as if the appropriation was intended for one or two 
States in particular. 

Mr. BOOHER. Oh, no; I did not mean to be so understood. 
l\lr. BYRNS of 'l'ennes ee. I understoou the gentleman so in 

bis reference to Tenne see and Louisiana. I want to ask if the 
Government experimented in other States? 

l\lr. BOOHER. I referred to the State of Georgia especially, 
w·here they have a law that compels them to dip their cattle, 
and other States might well follo_w the example of Georgia. 

:\lr. RODDENBERY. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. BOOHER. I will. 

Mr. RODDESBERY. I do not want to intrude on the gentle
man, but perhaps hi authority is incorrect, or the. gentleman 
has by some lapsus designated Georgia instead of some other 
State. Whatever the witness may have said, there is no such 
law in Georgia. I do not mean to say tliat I do not think it 
would be a good law, but there is no such law there. The penal 
law applies only to the counties in Georgia now under quar
antine, 14 in number, I believe. The other one hundred and 
thirty-odd countie8 are open to the rarnges of the tick, and 
nothing done except on the volition of the cattle owners and no 
compulsory dipping law. 

l\Ir. BOOHER. I will read what Dr. Bahnsen says: 
Mr. LEVEn. With this appropriation you are asking for, if the com

mittee should allow it and Congress should allow it, how long would 
it take you to clean up this infested territory? 

Ir. BAHXSEX. That was well stated by Dr. Dalyrymple. If we get 
sufficient cooperation so we can extend this. work, then there would be 
no need of prolonging the work of tick eradication. Under such co
operation the fever ticks ought to be eradicated from the entire coun
try in less than five years, if we get after it as we should. It is 
merely a question of men and money. 
· Mr. HAWLEY. Have you the power, under the laws of the State of 
Georgia, to compel people to dip their cattle 1 

Mr. BAHNSEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HAWELY. Suppose they do not dip, do you dip at their expense 

and charge it to them or do you destroy the cattle? 
Mr. BAH!'i"SEN. Our law gives us authority to quarantine their cattle 

and for compulsory dipping. If they fail to dip, we prosecute them 
for a misdemeanor, and I want to say that the courts have backed us 
up in each of the instances. Whenever we get a man before the courts 
for a violation of the quarantine law they never fail to fine him. Of 
course, the fines are merely nominal-$10, $15, or $25, and costs-but 
we find in every instance it is sufficient to make them come right up. 

Mr. HAWL~Y. The people fined, then, have their cattle dipped? 
Mr. BAHXSEX. Either that or they remove them without receiving 

a perm.it. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I mean after you have prosecuted a man for not dip

ping bis cattle and then he is fined, does he then dip his cattle? 
Mr. BAHNSE~. Yes, sir; they do not fail to do it after they have been 

through court once. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. That is just what I want to bririg out. 
We are under Federal statute and regulation; we are not under 
any State law. The Government authorities are authorized to 
fix the cattle-tick zone. Now, the extreme northeastern part 
of the State is in the cattle-tick zone. I apprehend that Dr. 
Bahnsen, in his testimony, had reference only to the counties 
in Georgia now under Government suneillance. The prosecu
tion results from the Federal legislation or regulation that au
thorizes them to fix the tick quarantine zone. Seven-eighths, 
at least, of the State of Georgia is not within the tick-treatment 
zone, and very little dipping and no prosecutions in other parts 
of the State, presumably because it is not yet under Federal 
jurisdiction. I hope to see this appropria. tion made and the 
work extended. 

l\Ir. BOOHER. I am reading from the testimony before the 
committee. Dr. Bahnsen ays that they ha\e a law in Georgia, 
and that it is enforced. If they have not got it, the witness 
~~a~~~ . 

l\Ir. RODDE:\'BEilY. He is correct, but his statement, with
out explanation, is susceptible of a misconstruction. 

l\lr. BOOHER. l\Ir. Chairman, I want to show the differ
ence between what the people down there do and what the 
people do in other localities for the same thing. In Kansas the 
people are threatened with a destruction of their wheat crops 
from chinch bugs. They did not come to Washington to get an 
appropriation from Congress to sprinkle something on the wheat. 
What did they do? Let me read. I took this from a news
paper. This is dated at Wichita, January 4 : 

A committee of grain men and millers' was appointed here to-day 
to organize the farmers of the Southwest to prevent the destruction 
of the 1913 crop by chinch bugs. Fields are to be burned over to kill 
the bugs. The weather has been so warm that the bugs are alive in the 
grassland and stubble fields. 

The people of Kansas ought to ha\e come to Congress and 
gotten an appropriation; they should ha\e secured some expert 
from the department to go down there and teach them how to 
burn over their stubble fields. Mr. Chairman, the people ought 
to protect themselye . The Government has expended $1,232,000 
finding a means for destroying the tick~. They ha 'e furnished 
it to the people where these infected districts ai'e. Two of 
the States have compulsory laws to compel dipping. Why do 
not the others ha\e those laws. '.fake the sheep quarantine as 
an example. There is a quarantine against the western sheep. 
When they come into the stockyards of the country and you 
go there to buy your sheep, to take them out and feed them, you 
can not get them out of the stockyards without dipping, and 
what do you ha·rn to do? The man who buys the sheep is 
compelled to ha\e them dipped in the presence of an expert, 
either from the State or from the Federal Government, and 
he has to pay for the dipping himself, at the rate of 3 cents 
a head. 

Mr. TAGGART. .:\Ir. Chairman, '\\ill the gentleman yield.? 
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Mr. BOOHER. Yes. 
l\lr. T.AGGAilT. I want to ask if the gentleman does not 

lllisunderstand the theory of this apprc>priation. It is rather 
for the protection of those regions where the tick is unknown 
tllan for the extirpation of the tick directly--

Mr. BOOHER. Ob, no. 
1\Ir. TAGGART. Inasmuch as cattle infested with that tick 

twill cause certain death to other cattle just as soon as the tick 
leaves them and goes onto the sound cattle. 

l\lr. BOOHER. 1\ly friend from Kansas know that they 
ham a quarantine against these cattle and they can not get 
them to market in ce1'tain seasons without complying with the 
quarantine laws. 

1\lr. TAGGART. Ilather than run the risk of that, we are 
willing to pay our share of this, if we can extirpate the tick. 

l\fr. BOOHER. Then we ought to pay our share for eradi
cating every disease that is known to man and animals alike, 
and then we ought to make an appropriation for everything 
that somebody imagines is the matter with him,. and we ought 
to make an appropriation of a million dollars for hog cholera. 
That is just as important as this matter, and more o. The 
loss from that, largely, is more than from the cattle tick. Yet 
when they discover means to prevent hog cholera or a cure for 
it if I were in Congress I would vote against an appropriation 
of a single dollar to send men out to do the work the farmer 
should do for himself. When the remedy is furnished by the 
Government let the farmer follow directions and do it himself. 
A few years ago in my country they had an epidemic of black
leg among young cattle. They did not appeal to the Govern
ment for experts to go there and doctor their cattle. The Gov
ernment found a serum that would cure it and furnished it 
to the States, and the cattle raisers bought it and used it them
selves, without the benefit or advice of any expert. I hope this 
appropriation will be stricken from the bill. 

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have li tened with 
ome interest to the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri, 

but the fact remains that the Government has a.t its expense 
found a remedy that will destroy the cattle ticks that not only 
infest the Southern States but that threaten to infest other States 
if these cattle are shipped to them. The Government knows 
this an<l it has quarantined the tick-infected section of the ccmn
try against the shipment of their cattle. Now, to say that the 
Government shall stop its aid in cooperation with the States 
toward the destruction of the cattle tick in that section of the 
country will simply be saying to u keep your cattle on that 
side of the line, you can not ship them into other sections of 
thi ~eat country. I want to say that the Government will 
not take that backward step. This section will keep up this 
operation until the cattle tick is wiped of!'. the :face of the map. 
One hundred and sixty-fi:r-e thousand square miles have already 
been relieved of the cattle tick by means of the dipping process 
brought to us by the Federal Government. Understand, .it is not 
the Southern States alone who are interested in this great propo
sition, but you can take every State in this Union where the 
people are now denied meat for their table because of the 
exorbitant price that must be paid for it, and it is in the inter
e t of the great mass of American people that we plead for 
this appropriation that the great breedillg grounds of the South 
IIWY be used to graze cattle that may go into every market in 
the world. 

Mr. GOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. YOUNG of Texas. I have not the time-only five minutes. 
Mr. GOOD. Just for a question. 
.l\1r. YOU.i:.,.G of Tex.a . Go ahead. 
Mr. GOOD. The gentleman just voted again t the proposi

tion to appropriate $200,000 additional for the prevention of hog 
cholera. 

l\lr. YOUNG of Texas. I want to say to the gentleman that 
when the Government get beyond the experimental stage in 
the matter of the boa-cholera proposition and has reached the 
. uccessful remedy, as in the cattle-tick proposition, I will vote 
200,000 and even $325.000. [Applause.] I am for something 

that has already been proven. I voted for the $45,000 that we 
may admnce the work on hog cholera. as the cattle-tick work 
hns passed beyond experiment to a demonstrated fact. I want 
to ~·ay, l\lr. Chairman, that in my State a part of it is above 
the quar-antine line and a part of it below the quarantine line, 
and the people of my own State are spending of their own funds 
hundreds of (]ollars making these clipping vats, and I have seen 
thousand of head of cattle in my own county driven through 
them that the tick might be eradicated, as it is erndicated.. 
When we come with the proposition that the Government hrui 
entered on this wo-rk so successfully now, shall ;ve take a back
ward step? .As is shown by the hearings read here, the western 
country, from where the cattle used to come in great herds, 
are going into agricultural interests. In my own State it is 

' going into ngrJcultural interest·, and we must have breeding 
irrounds for our cattle. What better breeding grounds can we 
find, so far as the soil, the climate, than in that section of the 
country where the bon weevil has increased? And what greater 
work can be done in those Southern States than to continue 
this successful work till the cattle tick shall be a thing of 
ancient history? We must wipe it out, and why not wipe it 
out at one fell swoop, as om· cc·mmittee thought we could do 
by thi appropriation? [Appfause.] Think of it, l\lr. Chair
man ! Within the past six years there has been a decrease of 
10,000,000 head in our cattle supply. No wonder the high price 
of our meat products. It is suicidal not to conserve this great 
industry, and Congre s ought Eot to be guilty of the folly of 
striking the one fatal blow that of necessity further adds to 
the shortage of this great source of wealth. This approprfation 
should remain intact. 

1\Ir. 1\fcLAUGIILIN. l\lr. Chairman, the motion made by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Ur. BOOHER] to strike out the para
graph ought not to prevail. I agree with him heartily in part 
in what he has said to the effect that after the Government has 
experimented. and learned the means and methods by which the 
disease may be prevented or cured, and it comes merely to the 
question of men and money, the local people ought to bear all 
or a large part of the expense. I have offered an amendment
it is in the hands of the reading clerk to be read-which I think 
will perfect this section and make it unobjectionable. This 
paragraph calls for $325,000. My amendment would forbid the 
use of any portion of that money in the purchase of m·aterials 
for or in the construction of dipping vats upon land the title 
of which is not in the United States, except at fairs or expo i
tions where the Department of Agriculture makes an exhibit 
or a demonstration; and that no part of this money shall be 
used in the purchase of material for the mixture used in the 
vats, except when used for the purpose of experimenting or 
demonstration under the charge or direction of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry. Now, it seems to me that with the adoption 
of that amendment, with the qualification :mcl limitn.tion of the 
department in the use of this money, the objection mnde by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BooHER] would be overcome. 
A portion of this money has been used in an objectionable way 
in the building of vats upon private property, a work that 
ought to be done by the private incli\idual, an expense that 
ought to be borne entirely by him. 

Mr. BOOHER. Does not the gentleman think if hi amend
ment prevails that the amount carried by the bill ought to be 
reduced? 

1\lr. McLAUGHLIN. I do not know; I am not well enough 
informed about that; but gentlemen in charge of the bill can 
tell of the work to be done by the bureau under this appropria
tion. As has been said by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
YoUNG], large sections of the country have been quarantined 
and no shipment of cattle from them to other sections is per
mitted. There must be inspection; agents of the bureau are 
required. for that. When these sections are relea ed certificates 
ha·rn to be issued. There is con iderable work and a consider
able expense in that line, but, in my judgment, money should 
be spent only for that purpose ancl for giTI.ng insh·uction where 
it has not already been given. 

1\Ir. BOOHER. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. McLAUGIILL~. I think the limitation mv amendment 

would place on the u e of this money would make the para~ 
graph proper; we can fix the amount later. 

Mr. BOOHER. The gentle.man does not think, does he, that 
you can use it for anything else than eradicating the onthern 
cattle tick? You can not use it for quarantine purposes? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I think it can be so used. I think a 
part of the money heretofore appropriated is used for in pection 
and quarantining and the i uing of certi1icates for releasing 
territory that has been freed from the pest. 

l\Ir. BOOHER. Is there not a provision for cattle in pector 
for the express purpose of in pecting the en ttle? 

l\fr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. But part of this · money is u ed 
for that purpose too. 

Mr. BOOHER. I do not think you can dh-ert that money 
from the purposes mentioned in the bill. 

The OHAIRl\lAN. The time of the gentleman from l\lichigan 
[Mr. l\fcLAuoHLIN] has expired. All time ha expired. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. l\Ir. Chairman, I a k unanimou consent 
that my amendment be read and be pending before the commit
tee while the other amendment i'3 under consideration. 

The CHAIBUA.N. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The amendment was again read. 
The CIIAIRl\fAl~. The Chair will state that the only nmencl

ment before the committee is the amendment of the gentleman 
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from :\Iissouri [Mr. BoonER] to strike out the paragraph. The They are studying the problem of tuberculos~s in cattle, witlI 
vote is on that amendment. a new of developing whetheT milk or butter or cream 

The question was taken, and the Chair ann-Oun{!etl that the will convey the tuberculosi . germ from tlle cow to the human 
noes seemed to have it. family~ They are tudying. hog cholera and chicken cholem. 

l\Ir. BOOHER. Division, Mr. Chairman. They are studymg the problem of inbreeding and a number of 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 4, noes 38. other problems connected with unilru.tl husbandry in the country. 
So the amendment was rejected.. Mr. COX. Do I under tand the gentleman to gry· that they 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I now offer my amendment. go out and buy animal for this pUL"pose and experiment "ITith 
The CH.AiillIAN. The gentleman from Michigan [:\fr. Mc- them!. 

LAUGHLIN] offers an amendment which the Clerk will report. Mr. LEVER. l:JndonbtedJy. They must have animals to 
The Clerk read as follows: experiment with; for instance, they take a hog uncl inject into 
Amend, page ll, at the end of line 14, by inserting the following: it cholera viru , and give the hog a good case of cholera ; or 
"Provided, however, That no part of. this appropriation shall be. used th~y will take a cow and infect it with cattle tick and see if 

in the purchase of materials for or in the construction of dipyin~ vats they can obtain a; remedy for that di"se'"se. It 1· 8 all ~or.Jr done 
upon land not owned solely by the United StateiJ, except at fairs or ~ a. n· .il.. 

expositions where the Department of Agriculture makes exhibits- or for the benefit of human kind. It is one of the most important 
demonstrations; nor shall any part of this appropriation be used in branches of the work done by the Department of Agriculture. 
the purchase of materials or mixtures for use in dipping vats except Mr. COX. What is the connection bet~een Bethesda farm, 
in experimentnl or demonstration work carried on by the officials or " 
agents of the Bureau of Animal Industry. in Maryland, and that at Beltsrule?-

1\Ir. LAMB. That is aJready a part of the law, I think. I Mr. LEVER. The Beltsville farm is a piece of land of about 
will not object to it. 400 acres; about 14 miles from the Capitol, out in 1\Iaryland. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that all debate on The CHAIRM.A.i.~. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
the paragraph and the amendment thereto has been closed. .1\fr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I ask for two minutes more for· 

The question is on the amendment offered by the g-entleman the purpose of getting information about this 100-acre farm. 
from Michigan [Mr. McLAUGHLIN]. The CHA.lRMAN. Is there objectioo to the gentleman's re-

Tfie question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.. quest? 
The Clerk read as follows:- · There was no objection. 
llor all nece sary expenses for scientific investigations in diseases of Mr. COXr What do they do at the Beltsville farm? 

animalsr including the ma.intenance and improvement of the bureau ex- l\Ir. LAMB. Let us take up one farm at a time. 
periment station at Bethesda, Md., and the necessary alterations of. M E 
buildings thereon, and the necessary expenses for investigations of r. L VER. If my friend from Virginia will permit me, 
tuberculin, serums, antitoxins, and analogous products, $78,680. I will say to the gentleman that I took a trip up to Beltsville 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. not long smce. They are studying at Beltsville the problems 
I do not find anything in the hearings relating to this para- of dairying., largely. . They are making an effort to find a 

graph or I dicl not succeed in getting the hearings relating to it. model farm for the average dairyman in the United States. 
How many acres in this farm at Bethesda, Md.? They are studying the problem of milk. '.Phey are studying the 

Mr. LAMB. This is an experimental farm out here of ab-0ut problem of silos, whether they should be built out of wood or 
GO or 70 acres, possibly more- built out of cement. They are studying the proper kind of food 

Mr. COX. It seems that $78)580 is a tremendous amount of for their cattle and their calves. They are studying the entire 
money to be expended on a fa.rm of that ize. ' problem of dairying with a view at some time in the future of 

Mr. LA.MB. 'l'here is where they de·rnlop the serum; there issuing a bulletin to the dairy farmers in the United States 
is where they experiment with it, and a good deal of this ap- which will gi\e them information as to the best and most prac
propriation is for burning up buildings that ha:rn been infected tical and profitable kind of dairy that they can run. 
or diseased by cattle. This experimental work in diseases of Mr. COX. Do they produce any revenue to the Government 
hogs and cattle is carried on at this farm. from this work? 

l\!r. COX. You say that there are 60 or 70 acres in that Mr. LEVER. Yes. 
farm? Mr. COX. Can ·· the gentleman give us any idea of how much 

Ur. LAMB. Yes. this farm produced last year? 
~Ir. COX. What becomes of this tremendous sum of money- l\Ir. LEVER. I can not give the exact amount that is pro-

$78,680? rrow is that expended? In the way of salaries? duced there, but I know that the health department here is 
l\fr. LAMB. Salaries constitute a good deal of it-indeed, receiving milk ~om the Beltsville dairy. In addition to that, 

the largest part of the appropriation. they are studyrng th~ problem of poulhy breeding, and hog 
Mr. COX. In that connection I would like to ask the gentle- breeding, and all the various problems connected with the farm, 

man it a large amount of this $78,000 in this Item does not go including problems relating to cattle. Everything that is killed 
for increases of salary? or can be sold there is sold, and the revenues therefrom are 

Mr. LAl\IB. I will look up the ~alary account, but I would turned into the Federal Treasury. 
like to say to my friend in the meantime, by way of parenthesis, Mr. COX. It is nothing like self-sustaining, is it? 
that if he will take a car and go there and look at it be will Mr. LEVER. Oh, of course not. You can not expect any 
see exactly what it is. · scienti1ic in-vestigation to be self ·sustaining. It is not intended 

l\fr. COX. I have not got the time to go out there at this to be such. 
time to see about it. I want to know the general character of ?!fr. COX. Is any part of this appropriation here used for th~ 
the work. I :find on the next page an item for $16,500 for the purpose of increasing salaries? 
construction of a building down there, making a total of over Mr~ LEVER. I think not. 

5,000 to be e~pended in the coming year on that farm. Ur. LAl\IB. There is a statement of salaries, and I will 
l\Ir. LAMB. I will give the gentleman an itemized account say to the gentleman that on pages 2.4 and 25 you will find an 

of it. I have it here among my papers. itemized account of everything that is expended there. 
l\Ir. LEVER. l\Ir. Chairman, while the gentleman ·from The CHA.IRMA.:.~. The time of the gentleman has again ex-

Virginia [Mr. LA.MB] is looking up the exact appropriations for pired. 
the different lines of work at that experim:ent station I desire Mr. LEVER. l\lr. Chairman, 1 ask for three minutes more. 
to say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cox]. that under 
this item the work at Bethesda, Md., is carried on. They own This is an important subject. 
, ·omething like 60 acres of land out there, and they a.re carry- The CHAIRl\IAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's re-
ing on the work of studying the various diseases that afilict quest? 
the various species of farm animals of the country. They are There was no objection. 
engaged in preparing serums, toxins, tuberculin and other lli.. LEVERr I read from the- hearings before the Committee 
remedies that are designed to pre,eut the spread of contagious on Expenditures in the Department o.f Agriculture. I want to 
diseases among farm animals. say that committee is doing fu.le work. This is a statement, 

Most of this money, I will say to the gentleman, is being made before that committee, of the maner in which this appro
expended in the way of salaries and in the way of alteration priation is expended: 
of buildings, the fumigation of buildings, and sometimes the E:cpen.<led from the ltimp-fmul appropriatio1~ "GenemZ expenses, Bureau 
teai·ing down of buildings that have become in:f£cted and the of Animal Industry, 1912 (diseases of animals)," during the verioa 
construction of other buildings in which to take care of the betwee1i July t, mn~ an<l June 30, 1912. 
anima1s upon which they are experimenting. It is one of the For investi..crn.tlons a.nd experiments in the study of animal 

di.seas.es, with n view o:f developing methods for the most interesting places near the city of Washington, and I ' er:ulicatlon and control thereof-_____________________ $12, 858. 20 
would be glad if sometime my friend would go out there and For experiments and investigations in the stm'ly of hog 
see the enormous amount of scientific and inyestigational work cholera, and for- conducting experiments concerning the 
that they are doing. e;t~calo~p~~~w~~-~=-~~~i~-0~~~~~~~·:_~~~':1_!~:-~~':1~ !), 172. 73 
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For experime::its and investigations in cooperation with 
the Pennsylvania Live Stock Sanitary Board in the 
tudy of milk hygiene______________________________ $1, 387. 40 

Foi· miscellaneous investigations and experiments in study-
ing infectious animal di eases------------------------ 3, 742. 55 

For investigations of the frozen and desiccated egg indus-
tries. with special reference to the bacterial content of 
th-e finished products and the sources of contamination_ 1, 939. 52 

For miscellaneous experiments and investigations in the 
study of roundworms, gid, and tapeworms in sheep, 
p:1rasites of hogs, and measles of sheep and cattle, and 
the treatment of cattle m::rnge ______________ _:________ 10, 245. 77 

For repairs, improvements, and general maintenance of the 
Experiment Station, Bethesda, Md.. and for conducting 
experiments and investigations there concerning the 
study of tuberculosis, Texas feve;:, and other diseases of 
animals------------------------------------------- 30,691.57 

Total expenditures under the appropriation for dis-eases of animals _____________________________ 70,037.74 

Mr. COX. That was last year's appropriation. 
Mr. LEVER. That wns lust year's appropriation; and this 

appropriation is like last year's appropriation. 
l\Ir. LMID. Now, let me say in reply to the question that was 

asked a while ago, the whole increase of salaries in this bureau 
amounts to $2 0-that is, outside of the inspection of cattle and 
hogs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
For general administrative work, including traveling expenses and 

salaries of employees engaged in such work, rent outside of the District 
of Columbia, office fixtures and supplies, express, freight, telegraph, tele
phone, ancl other necessary expenses, $40,186. 

1\Ir. HAYDEX I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, after line 8, page 12, by inserting a new paragraph, as fol

lows: 
" For all necessary expenses for experiment in the feeding and breed

ing of ostriches and for investigations and experiments in the study of 
the ostrich industry, $2,500." 

Mr. LA.1\IB. I reser\e the point of order on that. 
[l\Ir. HAYDEN addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The Chajr would like to know what the 

point of order of tlle gentleman from Virginia is. 
Mr. LAMB. I make the point of order that it is new legis

lation. 
The CHA.IRMA...~. The point of order is O\erruled. The 

question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Arizona. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by :Mr. 
LA rn) there were-ayes 25, noes 17. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Meat inspectionh- Bureau of Animal Industry: For additional expenses 

in carryin!I out t e provisions of .the meat-inspection act of June so, 
1906 (34 i:stat. L., p. 674), there is hereby appropriated for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1914, the sum of $200,000. 

l\Ir. COX. :Mr. Chairnmn, I resene the point of order on tha 
paragraph and would like to know the necessity for it. 

Mr. LA.MB. l\Ir. Chairman, this is a new item-an increase 
of $200,000. The increase is needed to efficiently carry on 
meat inspection, not only because the work is expanding, but 
also because with tbe um now pro\ided, $3,000,000, proper in
creases in salaries can not be made to experienced employees. 
The total number of employees is about 2,400. The average 
salary is low. It i..; impossible to properly conduct the inspec
tion without retaining in the sernce the~e experienced and, 
therefore, most ..,·aluable employees. Unless promotions are 
made many of these employees will leave the service, and their 
places will nece sarily be filled by others, inexperienced and 
more or less inefficient. If the gentleman will examine the 
hearings on this matter, he will find that we interrogated Dr. 
l\Ielvin and his a i tant about it. They stated the number of 
men that were employ-eel, ancl that it was necessary in order 
to carry on this work that this increase should be made. I 
want to say that we cut the sum down from the amount esti
mated. 

l\Ir. COX. l\Ir. Chairman, I read the hearings, and I do not 
know whether tile position taken by Dr. l\Ieh·in is correct. 
That is to say, that this money is needed in order to hold these 
employees. . 

1\lr. LAl\IB. That is a part -of it. 
Mr. COX. How much of this $200,000 will go to increase the 

salary of employe~s? As a matter of fact, does not pr11ctically 
all of it go there? . 

l\Ir. LAMB. Tho bulk of it, I think, will, because that is 
what it is for. They ha·r-e 2,400 employees. They have a 
brigade of men employed in this important work that touches 
the homes of so many people. 

~fr. COX. Does not 90 per cent of it go to increase the sala
ries of the employees? 

l\Ir. LAl\IB. I think so. 
Mr. COX. Does the gentleman contend that there is any law 

on which to base this appropriation? 
l\Ir. LA.MB. There is law for the $3,000,000 to carry on the 

work, and the same a nthority that made the $3,000,000 to do 
this work can add $20-0 000 to it. 

Mr. COX. But I a k the gentleman if there i anv law for 
this increase? ~ 

Mr. LAMB. No particular law for tlle increase; no. 
Mr. 1\IAJ.'\N. There i the law providing for the in pection. 
Mr. LAMB. That is tlle law creating the department, and we 

are the lawmaking body, and we can make the law. 
Mr. COX. How many new places are to be made with this 

$200,000 appropriation? 
Mr. LA.MB. I can not iell the gentleman. 
l\fr. McDERMOTT. Yery few. 
Mr. COX. Can the <}"entleman gi1e us any idea how many 

new places will be created? 
Mr. LAl\IB. I did not ask Dr. Mellin. I tru t him, and I 

think this House can trust him. 
Mr. COX. I do not remember Dr. l\Ielyin being asked that 

question. 
Mr. LAUB. We did not ask him. 
Mr. LEVER. l\fr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Virginia 

[l\lr. LAMB], will permit, Dr. l\Ielvin's testimony does not ap
pear in the printed hearings. When the committee reached his 
~ureau in its order in taking up the estimates, Dr. 1\Ielvin was 
Ill the West, and Dr. Farrington, the next in rank appeared 
before the committee. Later on, however, the subcommittee 
took up the whole proposition with Dr. 1.Ielnn. That testimony 
was not taken stenographically. l\Iy recollection of his te ti
mony is that there were some eight or ten or perhaps a dozen 
packing hou es to which he desired to extend the meat-inspec
tion service, and that "\TOuld take probably 25 per cent of the 
appropriation asked for. 

l\fr. ·cox. That is the extension work. 
l\Ir. LEVER. And the appropriation askeu for was $300,000. 

The committee allowed only $200,000. I take it that somethin<"' 
like $150,000 of the $200,000 appropriated here will be u ed i~ 
the promotion of employees in tlle inspection se1 .. \ice. 

l\Ir. COX. And .in the increase of salaries? 
l\Ir. LEVER. In the promotion and increase of the alaries 

at the top of the line in order that men at the bottom of the 
line may be mo1ed up and giYen a reasonable salary. 

l\Ir. COX. And U1e other ~50,000 for the extension of the 
work? 

Mr. LEVER. I give that a an estimate, from my recollec
tion of the testimony. 

Mr. HAUGEN. If the gentleman will permit, I will state 
that Dr. 1\lelvin stated there were now 94.0 packing houses ancl 
8 or 10 new packing hou e asking for thi sernce, and he said 
it required about $100,00Q to meet the requirements of this 
extension work, and $200,000 was intended for the increase. 
which makes $100,000 a\ailablc for increase of salaries and 
$100,000 for taking care of th.is work. 

l\Ir. LAl\.!B. And probably Dr. l\lelnn was expending the 
money upon that basis. 

1\Ir. LEVER. I regard thi ai::: a \ery meritorious provosition. 
The gentleman from Indiana knows, of course, that the ment
inspection law carries a total appropriation of $3,000,000. That 
is a permanent law. They have run that appropriation the 
past fiscal year withln $20,000. That is skating on thin ice to 
keep men out of the penitentiary. Ko promotions have been 
made in the last six years, I belie1e. No examinations ha1e 
been held for any inspectors in the last six y ar ·. The e 
men work down there standing in blood half knee deep, and go 
through the horrid process of examining the e animal. from 
day to day and hour to hour, working 10 and 14 hour~ n. <.lay, 
and I beliern they are entitled to some promotion ancl some 
consideration from this House. 

l\Ir. COX. Let me ask this question there. Is not there ome 
way of incorporating in this bill some time in tlie future this 
compensation and salaries so that Members of the Hou e cou1l1 
get at it? Now, here is a lump-sum appropriation of 1 rai:;. 
tically $3,000,000 from which these employeees are paid. I 
would like to see it in the bill it elf. It would not urnke tlrn 
bill \ery cumbersome. 

l\fr. LAMB. Get the Book of Estimates anu look anll see fo:.
yourself, and I will say to the gentleman that all of tW mone;r 
is used for the salaries and traveling e:\.--pense , anu that i the 
sum total of this whole thing. 

1\Ir. COX. I quite agree with the gentleman in that, so far 
as tra1eling expenses are concerned, becau e the triwel is 
$358,000 for the Bureau of Animal Indush'y alone. 
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lir. M.l~X It is not necessary to get the Book of Estimates, 
because under the law the Secretary of Agriculture is re
quired to make a report annually, which he does-

.:\lr. COX. I quite agree "ith the gentleman. 
~Ir. }'if.ANN. Giving in detail the expenditures and salaries. 
.Mr. LEVER. And that is in the report of the committee
.:.\lr. BOOIIER. l\lay I ask the gentleman a question? Now, 

au I understand, the intention is that this amount is to be ap-
plied wholly to promotions? . 

Mr. LEVER. No; the intention is that it is to be applied, 
part to the additional sen-ice and imrt to the increase in the 
salaries of employees. 

Mr. BOOHER. What proportion do you estimate will be ap
plied to promotions and paying better salaries? 

Mr. LAMB. I do not understand that over $50,000 or $75,000, 
but my friend from Iowa disagrees and thinks about $100,000 
will be used for the purpose of extending the service and 
• 100,000 for the promotion of employees. 

l\Ir. HAUGEN. That is the statement made by Dr. l\Ielviu 
before the cornmi ttee. 

Mr. LMIB. I think the gentleman is correct about that. 
Mr. BOOHER. Will these promotions be made from the 

lower grades? 
l\Ir. LEVER. These promotions are to be made from the 

lower grades. It is a meritorious proposition, and I hope nobody 
will make the point of order. 

Mr. MAN_N. If the gentleman will permit me ju t a second. 
A large number of the e employees entered the service some 
years ago under a schedule which was announced by the Sec
retary of the Department of Agriculture stating that certain 
increases of salary would be made after a certain length of 
service. 

Men went into the sen·ice with the statement from the Depart
ment of Agriculture that under the $3,000,000 appropriation, 
after a year or two years or different years, that promotions 
would be made and increases of salaries would be made. And 
that could be done under the $3,000,000 appropriation if there 
had not been such an extension of the service made necessary 
·by the new packing houses throughout the country. In order 
to give the serYice to the packing houses, the Secretai·y was 
unable to carry out the pleclge that was made to these employees 
for any increase. They are now threatened with a wholesale 
resignation of employees, and probably it would be an impos
sibility at present to obtain men with sufficient knowledge to 
do this work. 

.i\fr. LAMB. They lost 200 last year, I will say. 
Mr. MANN. Many of these men are required to be expert 

veterinarians, having passed an examination as veterinary sur
geons after going through Yeterinary colleges; and the salaries 
are very small, in any eYent. 

l\lr. LEVER. If the gentleman will permit, the only way we 
can extend this service on the one hand and give these men 
who have been working at a low Ealary for six years any in
crease at all is to allow the appropriation in this bill to stand. 

Mr. COX. In this extension work they only propose to extend 
it, do they not, in factories where commodities enter into inter
state commerce? 

Mr. LEVER. UndoubtedJy. The.re are some 8 or 10 of those 
where they desire to extend the sernce. 

l\lr. TAGGART. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask most earnestly 
that the point of order be withdrawn and the objection waived. 
There is an impression that these men are all employed in one 
or two places. Let me call your attention to the fact that there 
are now in the employ of the Government 2,374 of these em
ployees. They are performing their duties in 940 differeut 
establishments, that are located in 259 different towns and 
cities, and that the highest wages paid to an ordinary meat 
inspector is $100 a month; that an assistant meat inspector is 
paid $1,000 a year, as the highest wages, but the great bulk 
of them are working at $ 40 a year. The figures show that 
but 282 of these inspectors are getting $1,200, 31 are getting 
$1,100, and some 644 are receiving $1,000 a year. Three hun
clred and thirteen of them are working for $840 per annum. 
They are really in charge of one of the most important duties 
that is performed by this Govemment. It is their duty to see 
to it that unwholesome meats that might communicate diseases 
to one-half of the people of the United States that now use 
and consume the meats which are inspected by these men do 
not enter into interstate commerce. Of course, no institution 
that does not do interstate commerce can be inspected by the 
Government. There is a demand by the people for this inspec
tion, and it is difficult to get men of intelligence and character 
who will stay there in the blood and in. the horrible surround
ings of a meat inspector from day · to day for less wages than 
are ordinarily paid for scientific work. The majority of men 

could not stand it. It is a great injustice to require men to 
work for $840 a year at such work as that. All of this appro
priation will not be used-

1\Ir. COX. How many hours a day do they work? 
Mr. TAGGART. They work indefinitely. It depends on the 

work in band . 
Mr. COX. How many days leave of absence do they h~n-e in 

a year? 
Mr. TAGG.ART. Fifteen, I think: perhaps 30. 
1\lr. COX. Do they have any sick leave? ' 
Mr. TAGGART. Yes; if a man is too sick to work. 
l\fr. COX. Do they ha"'e any sick leave for which they are 

paid? 
Mr. TAGGART. No; I do not th~ so. 
Mr. COX. How many days do they put in? 
Mr. TAGGART. They put in as many days as the establish-

ment works. ' 
Mr. COX. They are not required to work on Sunday? 
Mr. TAGGART. Not ordinarily. I do not think they do any 

work on Sunday. 
l\Ir. COX. They put in 313 days less their leave of absence, 

whatever that might amount to? 
Mr. LEVER. Fifteen days as against 30 days here in Wash

ington. 
Mr. TAGG.ART. One of those inspectors working in one of 

those great packing houses going at its full capacity will in
spect a beef in 48 seconds. That is one of the reasons the 
service ought to be extended. A beef is slaughtered every 48 
seconds in one of those great packing houses. 

l\Ir. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, as a matter of fact, I have 
watched these men in the packing houses and, as I recollect, 
they stand right at the point of slaughter, do they not? 
· Mr. TAGGART. Yes; they do. 

Mr. l\IURDOCK. It is a very disagreeable job, and as I 
watched them it struck me that they not only had to be very 
agile, but a1c;o yery expert, as the carcass goes along, to detect 
tuberculosis. 

Mr. TAGG.ART. Mr. Chairman, let no man understand that 
they are a rough class of men who ha\e that work to perform. 
They pass a ciru-senice examination, and a large number of 
them are >ery intelligent young men. 

l\Ir. COX. Are there any eligibles on the waiting list for 
those jobs at the present time? 

Mr. T.AGGART. There is no examination except the civil
service examination which they have to undergo. 

Mr. COX. Somebody said that some of these men have quit. 
I want to know if the Government has had any trouble in 
filling the vacancies. 

l\Ir. TAGGART. They fill the >acancies that occur with such 
men as they can get. 

Mr. LEVER. There is JlO more trouble in filling vacancies 
there than there would be in filling vacancies in Congress, I 
will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. l\IOSS of Indiana. Is if not true that these men not only 
have to pass an examination but they have to be graduates of 
certain colleges before they can take the examination? 

l\Ir. L.AliIB. That is the case with the veterinarians. They 
have to do that. 

l\lr. :HADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I think that unless this 
$200,000 appropriation is allowed, long-delayed justice will be 
withheld from a class of men who have been giving the Gov
ernment a service that is far in excess of the compensation 
they have received. There is no work in the Government serv
ice more arduous or where more painstaking care must be had 
than in this service. 

In the great packing houses of Chicago the men employed as 
Government meat inspectors work from 12 to 16 hours a day. 
There is no regulation as to what number of hours they shall 
be employed. Before they go into the service in many cases 
they must ha'e been graduated as veterinary surgeons, and 
those who are now in the lower grades in this great service 
have been in the service at the same rate of pay for more than 
six years. 

For $84-0 per annum the men in this service are doing a work 
that is paid almost double that am0unt by private enterprise. 
There is no reason why the Government of the United States 
should not be as good an employer as a private emr>loyer is. 

These men ~ne high-class men. They are educated for the 
particular work that they are called upon to do. They de,ote 
a number of years of their lives to learning the business in 
which they are about to engage, and what they learn is of no 
use whatever to them if they leave the Government sernce, 
whereas a man who learns a trade and engages in private em
ployment can find a number of places where he can get a job if 
he is turned out of work by any one concern. So that it seems 
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to me there is more reason than e"Ver before for gfring · due 
consideration to these men. 

If you make a point of order against this proyision in the bill, 
it would not only do a great injustice to a worthy class of men, 
but it would retard in a large sense the extension of the inspec
tion service to the new houses that have been consh'ucted since 
the last appropriation bill was passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit 
me to ask him a question there? 

· l\Ir. l\IADDEN. Certainly. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois concede 

that there is no authority of law for this? 
1\Ir. MADDEN. No; on the contrary, I beliern there is 

autllority of law for it. In the first piace, the Congress of the 
United States, when the· inspection law was enacted, made a 
permanent appropriation of $3,00-0,000. 

The OHAIRl\fAl~. Is there anything in that law that will pro
hibit Congress from making an additional appropriation? 

l\lr. MADDEN. No. On the contrary, I belie\e that the law 
then gave ample power to Congress to increase the appropria
tion from time to time to meet the growing needs of the service. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing pending before the com
mittee; simply a point of order has been reserved. 

l\Ir. COX. l\fr. Chairman, I entertain no doubt that the item 
is subject to a point of order, under the facts elicited by the 
answers of the members of the committee reporting the bill, to 
the questions which haye been propounded to them. 

I do not want to do these employees or any other employees 
any injustice. While it has been disclosed that a large number 
of them, 200 or 230 of them, have quit within the la t year, that 
fact does not appeal to me, because I have always clung to the 
idea throughout my life, and I think I will to the end, that a 
man is to a large extent the architect of his own fortune and 
can choose his own profession and calling in life. I do not 
know why these men quit this employment, but the chances are 
that they sought out better and more remunerath·e employment, 
and quit for 'that reason. We ha.ye no assurance whateyer that 
if this appropriation is permitted to stand and these employees 
go ahead and become more and more efficient and useful to the 
GoYernment as inspectors, that priYate employment in the 
course of another year will not take them from the Government 
of the United States. I know of no rule and no law that Oon
gre s could pass that could eyer prohibit that. We haye that to 
contend with practically in e--rnry department of this Govern
ment, and always will haye it to contend with, that the wage 
earner will seek the place where he can get the most for his 
labor. So, as I say, that argument does not appeal to me. 

Neither do some other arguments appeal to me, because I 
take it that the Government is easily able to fill these places. I 
have nothing to base this statement upon, other than facts 
which ha ye come to my notice heretofore, but I undertake to say 
that now there are a large number of men waiting upon the 
eligible list to take these places. 

But for fear that I might do an injustice to some deserving 
employees, and for the further reason that it might cripple the 
Goyernment in this extension work, I will withdraw my point 
of order at this time. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire further to reserTe 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 
Mr. FOWLER. I desire to be heaTd· for a moment. 
The OHAIR1\1AN. The Ohair will hear the gentleman. 
l\Ir. FOWLER. If there is any subject that is of interest to 

mankind, which needs a thorough, scientific investigation, I 
think it is the meat that is offere<;l for sale in the American 
market. I do not know what is the cause, neither have I been 
able to learn why the inspection has not revealed the reason 
the meats on our markets to-day are in such a deplorable 
and, I say, unwholesome condition. You can scarcely go to 
the market and buy a cured ham but what it looks you in the 
face and tells you that it is your deadly enemy as soon as 
you place it on the table. If these men who haye been in
specting the meats of this country are not scientific men, then 
I say the Government ought to replace them with a good corps 
of experts. If their salaries are inadequate to enable them to 
discharge that high and most necessary duty of inspecting the 
meat of this country, their salaries ought to be increased so 
that they may devote their time solely to this most important 
subject. 

While I am on the floor I desire to ask my friend who has 
just made a speech upon this question, my colleague, the gentle
man from Chicago, l\fr. l\IADDEN, if these inspectors inspect any 
other kind of meat than the live animal, to see whether it is 
d_i ea ed just before slaughter. 

l\fr. MADDEN. They in pect both before and after killing. 
l\fr. FOWLER. Do they in pect the methods of curing and · 

packing? 
l\Ir. MADDEN. They insIJect the whole thing from start to 

finish. 
Mr. FOWLER. Do they in pect the storage of meat in cold

storage houses in the great centers? 
l\fr. l\IADDEN. I am not sure about that. 
l\Ir. FOWLER. I would like to see the greatest experts in . 

this or any other country put on the heels of the e·cold-stornge 
people. 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FoWLER] 
is usually co1Tect in his statements of fact which he makes here 
upon this floor, but I would like to have some authority for the 
statement he makes that the meats which are sent oat by tliis 
country are diseased. I do not believe the statement is correct. 

l\fr. FOWLER. I state what I do know from personal ex
perience. I do not believe that there is a cured ham in the city 
of Washington or on the American market but what is injurC'd 
by chemicals which have been injected int-0 it, unless it ha.s been 
<:nred on the farm by the old . common-sense method of smoking 
it W'ith sassafras ancl hickory. 

Mr. JIAJ.UILTO~ of West Yirginia. Or with corncobs. 
Mr. FOWLER. Yes; and with corncobs. 
1\lr. JACKSON. I assume that the gentleman is an eater of 

ham, and yet he looks healthy. 
Mr. FOWLER. I have taken a small portion within the l!l.st 

day, and it is from this ~-perience that I am talking on the ham 
question now. 

1\fr. JACKSON. The gentleman does not mean to llilve us 
infer that his statement comes from indigestion? 

Mr. FOWLER. Not at all; but I repeat that if the.re is a 
subject that i would go further in making appropriations of 
money it is on the subject of the i.n.spectlon of meats in tbis 
country. For this reason, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point 
of order. 

.Mr. SLOA.i..~. l\Ir. Chairman, I desire to say that the state
ment of the gentleman from Illinois ought not to go u.n.c.hal
lenged. 

The OHAIRMA.i.°"'. The gentleman from Nebraska is pro
ceeding by unanimous consent. 

l\Ir. SLOAN. I reserve the point of order. 
1\Ir. LE\ER. I make a point of order that that come:; too 

late. 
l\Ir. SLO.AN. Then, I ask u.na.nimous consent to make a state

ment of two or three minutes. 
l\Ir. LEVER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle.man 

may proceed for three minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina. as.ks 

unanimous consent that the gentleman from Nebraska may pro
ceed for three minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. SLO.A...~. Mr. Chairman, I rise to ask the privilege of 

making a statement, so that the statement of the gentleman 
from Illinois [l\Ir. FOWLER] shall not go unchallenged. He 
practically charged that the meat products of our farms 
throughout the United States are unhealthful and unmarket
able. I challenge the correctness of that statement, and the 
gentleman ought not to haye made it. 

Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman yield? 
.l\Ir. SLOAN. I do not yield. 
l\Ir. FOWLER. I desire to say to the gentleman he ought to 

be fair. 
Mr. SLOA....~. I do not desire a lecture from the gentleman 

from Illinois. I am talking of a subject here that is important 
to the American people, because the products of our farms are 
largely reduced to meats, and we depend on the markets of 
America and the world to effect good sales. I think before 
the gentleman from Illinois says that our hams or meats, or any
thing else, are diseased, unclean, or anything of that kind, he 
should have made use of the information which was within his· 
reach, and is within the reach of every Member of the Honse. 
The Committee on Expenditures in the Agricultural Depart
ment of this House during the last session took evidence day in 
and day out on the subject, and the evidence is there, clear and 
unmistakable, so that he who runs may read, that the meat 
inspection in this country is practically efficient, and that the 
large bulk of our beef and pork products, going to every part 
of the United States and the world, is pure, healthful, and fit 
to be put upon ahy market in any city or country in the world. 
[Applause.] It ill becomes a l\Iember of this Hou e to slander 
the products of America's greatest industry in the way that the 
gentleman has done. [.Applause.] 

l\fr. · FOWLER. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask for two and a half 
minutes. 

• 
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' The CHAJRllA..~. . The :gentleman froin Illinois asks to vro
ceed for two and a half minutes. Is there objection? 
· There was no objection. 

l\Ir. F0WLER. . 1\Ir .. ChnJrman, the gentleman from Nebraska 
[)Ir. SLOAN] certainly was asleep while I made my statement. 
.AJ.l of the meats that come from the farm -were alluded to by 
the "gentleman from Illinois" as being whole ome because 
they had smelt the smoke of the corncobs, the sassafras; and 
the hickory wood . . [~~ppln.use.] It- is the method which is 
known as "the quick method" of curing meats in tills country 
and the 1ong ages meats are ke11t in cold storage that I allude 
to as being unwholesome. I charge now that such methods are 
unwholesome and stand in need of the seyerest and most scru
tinizing inspection. 
· I dare say if the gentleman has smelled the odor from the 
beef, the birds, and other meats coming from cold storage-and 
has not been in the attitude of lec'lYing the table to keep from 
holding his nose, he is the only man I know of who has not had 
such experience. · 

The gentleman talks about the meats of tills country being 
wholesome in the packing house, and yet he stands here :ind 
asks for an appropriation of $200,000 to get a more efficient 
inspection of our meats. Ah, "consistency, thou art a jewel." 
[Laughter and applause.] 

.l\lr: SLOAN. l\Ir. Chairman, I desire to say that the gentle
man from Nebraska never asked for $200,000 appropriation, ·and 
the gentleman from Illinois knows it. I have not been asleep. 
I admit that the gentleman's speeches ara the greatest anes
thetic known, surpassing ether and chloroform, but he did not 
put me to sleep tills afternoon. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Total for Bureau of Animal Industry, $1,069,69G. 

l\Ir. MAl'TN. l\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike olit. the last 
word. l\!y distinguished friend from Illinois [l\Ir. FOWLER] just 
stated that when beefsteak was put on the table in his expari
ence he had to hold his nose. 
· l\Ir. FOWLER. I do not eat any Qf it-no. 
· ~Ir. MANN. I am very glad to say that I do not find that 
experience at my boarding house. I think that the gentleman, 
in5tead of casting aspersion upon the meat of the country, to be 
sent out broadcast oYer the world, better change his boarding 
house. [Laughter.] 

1\Ir: FOWLER. Mr. Chah·man, I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question before he concludes . . 

The ·CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 
1\Ir. MANN. Certainly. . 
l\Ir. FOWLER. I desire to ask the gentleman if he knows 

that I am living at home in Washington [laughter], and that 
it might be unprofitable for me to leave my home? 
· l\Ir. MANN. l\fr. Chairman, I am very glad that the gentle
man is living at home, for his statement that he is living at 
h,ome is a refutation of his former statement that he had to 
hold his nose at the table. 

l\Ir. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire .to ask the gentleman 
if it is not a fact that birds and meats are put on the table 
which are so nauseating that a man is loath to eat them and 
more anxious to hold his nose than to eat? 

l\Ir. l\IANN. l\Ir. Chairm!ln, I will put myself up as an object 
·lesson, being fairly fat and eating well, dining out and in, at the 
boarding house and eYerywhere, as against my colleague from 
Illinois. I never found that experience. I regret that my friend 
from Illinois constantly goes to places where they give him 
something .to eat which is not fit to eat. I do not have that 
experience. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to my col
league that on the train only a few months ago--

The CllAIIlMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

l\.fr. LAMB. l\Ir. Chairman, I demand the regular order. 
· l\Ir. FOWLER. That there was served--

The CHAIRMAN. The time of fue gentleman has expired, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk l'ead as follows : 
BUREAU OF PLAXT IXDUSTRY. 

Salaries, Bureau of Plant Industry : One plant physiologist and pa
thologist, who shall be chief of bureau, $5,000; 1 chief clerk $2 500 · 1 
executive assistant in seed distribution, $2,250 · 1 officer in charo-e 'of 
publications, $2,200; 1 landscape gardener, $1,SOO; 1 officer in charge 
of recot·ds, 2,100; 1 supet·intendent of seed wei"hing and mailing 
$2,000; 1 executive clerk, $2,250 ; 3 executive clerks, at $1,980 each ; 
1 assistant superintendent of seed warehouse, $1,.\100; 1 seed inspectoi.· 
$1,000; 9 clerks, class 4; 11 clerks, class 3; 2 clerks. at $1,500 each; 
17 clerks, class 2; 49 clerks, class 1; 1 clerk, $1,080; 9 clerks at 
$1,020 each; 31 clerks, at 1,000 each; 51 clerks, at- $900 each ; 24 
clerks, at $840 each; 15 clerks, at $720 each; 36 messengers, gardeners, 
or laborers, at $720 each; 11 messengers, messenger boys, or laborers, 
at $660 each; 20 messengers, messenger boys, or laborers, at $600 each; 
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1 artist, $1,620; 1 clerk or artist, $1,200; 1 assistant in illustrnticins, 
$840; l photographer, $1,400 ; 1 photographer, $1,200; 1 photographer, 
$900; 1 laboratory aid, $1,440; 1 laboratory aid, $1,380; 3 laborntory 
aids. at 1,200 each; 1 laboratory aid, $1,080; 2 laborato1-y aids, at 
$1,020 each; 5 laboratory aids, at $840 each; 8 laboratory aids, at $720 
each; 6 laboratory aids, at $600 each; 1 laboratory apprentice, $720; 
2 map tracers at $720 ear.h; 1 map tracer, $600; 1 gardener, $1,440; 2 
gardeners, at $1,200 each; 1 gardener, $1,100; 2 gardeners or assistants, 
at 1,000 each; 7 gardeners, at $900 each; 4 gardeners, at $840 each; 
4 gardeners, at . 780 each; 8 gardeners,_ at $720 each; 5 gardeners. at 
!!:660 each; 2 gardeners, at $600 each; 1 skilled laborer, ,"960; 1 skilled 
laboret', $900; 4 skilled laborers or gardeners, at $840 each ; 1 assistant 
in technology, $1,400 ; 1 assistant in technology, $1,380 ; 1 mechanical 
assistant, $1,200; 1 blacksmith, "900 : 1 carpenter, $900; 1 painter, 
$900; 1 teamste1', $840 ; 1 teamster, $600 ; 19 laborers, at $~40 each ; 24 
laborers, messengers, or messenger boys, at $480 each; 5 laborers or 
charwomen, at $480 each; 2 laborers or charwomen, at $360 each; 2 
laborers, at 420 each; 8 cliarwomen. at '240 each; 8 messenger boys, 
at $360 each ; 3 messenger bays, at $300 each ; ·in all, $418,920. 

Mr. FOWLER. l\lr. Chairman, I reselTe a point of- orde1~ on 
the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois reseI"Yes all 
points of order. 

l\Ir. l!'OWLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman 
of the committee why it is that the salary of the chief of the 
bureau hns been increased? · 

. Mr. LA.MB. Since wtien, doeB the gentleman mean? ·we did 
not increase any salaries. 

i\fr. FOWLER. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that the 
salary of the chief of that bureau was 01iginally fixed at 
~3,000? 

l\lr. LA~IB. I do not know. '.fbat is further back than I ha rn 
gone. 

l\Ir. FOWLER. And that the chief clerk's sa1a11y was fixed 
at $2,000? . 

Mr. LAMB. I do not know. The gentleman seems to ha ye 
been looking info ancient history. Let us know. 

l\Ir. FOWLER. I am asking for the reason for the increase. 
l\Ir. LA.MB. It is because .-ve think the laborer is worthy 

of his hire. 
l\lr. FOWLER. Then why <lid you not increase the salaries 

of some of these laboring peofJle who are getting as low as · 
$360 a year? 

1Hr. LAMB. Last year we incrrnsed 1i:>8 of them. 
Mr. FOWLER. And I see in the bill-in the paragraph-pro

vision is made for laborers at $2-:lO a year-charwomen. 
M:r. LAl\IB. ·well, they are charwomen who go there part of 

the day, just like charwomen in the office buildings. I presume 
the gentleman heard the discus. ion on the floor the other day 
with reference to that. 

l\Ir. FOWI.iER. They told me they worked four or five 
hours a day. These women waitetl on me recently and told 
me they worked four or five hours a day. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Which women are those? 
l\lr. FOWLER. The charwomen. Why did you increase the -

salaries of these big offices and fail to increase the little ones? 
l\fr. LAl\IB. Because of the difference in the work of a 

charwoman and the work of the chief of a division of the De
partment of Agriculture; ·for the same reason that the gentle
man does not increase his employees at home in proportion to 
his salary here; because the gentleman is worth so much more 
than they are. 

Mr. FOWLER. The gentleman is speaking from imagination, 
I assume. 

l\Ir. LAMB. No; the fa:ct is you are here and you are getting 
a $7,500 salary, whereas your man at home probably gets $25 
a month. 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to ask the gentleman why he has in
creased the salary of the officer in charge of publications from 
$2,000 to $2,200? 

l\Ir. LAMB. This is a promotion of $200 for an officer who 
handles all the publications of the bureau, prepares au manu
script for transmission to the Division of Publications, where 
they are officially revised before being sent to the Government 
Printer, and so forth. We could give a whole lot of reasons. 
He has not had a promotion in seven years. 

Mr. FOWLER. I see the officer in charge of records has been 
increased from $2,000 to $2,100. 

Mr. LAMB. This is an increase of $100 in the salary of this 
officer, who handles all financial matters of the bureau and 
who directs the handling of a sum aggregating over two and a 
quarter million dollars, and sees that 35 or 36 officers are regu
larly informed as to the status of their funds. 

Mr. FOWLER. How many hours a day do these people put 
in? 

1\Ir. LA .. MB. I suppose about eight or nine. 
Mr. FOWLER. Do they not put in seven? 
Mr. LAMB. Men like these, charged with the responsibility 

of tills sort, work like Congressmen, until 7 or 8 o'clock at nig~t. 
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Mr. FOWLER. I will ask if it is not a fact they only put in into this department, is increased on all lines. Our country is 
about -se,-:en h-0urs a day'? growing. When we send these 1·equests down we want them 

1\Ir. LAUB. It is not I think. attended to accurately and properly, and with immediate dis-
Mr. FOWLER. Has the gentleman information upon this patch. It is very important to have nt the head of a depart-

question ~ ment of this character men of capacity and qualifications for 
Mr. LAMB. Yes; I have been there arn:l seen them .at all that purpo e, and if we -do have them, I want to suggest to my, 

hours of the day. I spent a month down there once from .early colleague that this increase, if an increase it is, is a Tery m-0 -
in the morning until d-ewy e-ve. erate one, and if you take the aggregate of the compensation, it 

Mr. RODDE'lilTBERY. Will not my colleague from Illinois is entirely t'easonable for men of that capacity and ability. 
take into consideration the fact that the "fOlume of work Mr. LAMB. Let me answer right there, in reply to the sug
tumed out by this -0:ffice has increased· ,-ery largely on account gestion made, that the increase in this Bureau of P]ant Industry, 
-of the increased demands of agriculture--- is only $1,600. 

Mr. FOWLER.' That is true. • Mr. LEVER Mr. Chah·man, I believe I base the :floor. I 
Mr. RODDENBERY. Which annually puts more work unde:r hope the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. RonDENBERY] did not 

them? Now, the indh·idual employee does not have to do any understand me to raise a criticism that my friend from Illinois 
more work, but the manager or superintendent of this dinsion, [Mr. FOWLER] was making captious suggestions . . I made no 
wbo must measure the energies and activities to meet the such statement, nor have I intended to do it. The gentleman., 
growth of it-- of cour e, bas a pe:efect right to make these ob~tions. But I 

Mr. FOWLER. If the gentleman has read this paragraph, want to say that this Bureau of Plant Industry is the only 
1 he must have seen the wonderful increase in the number of bureau that devotes its entire attention to the agriculture of 

peQple who have been added to this great force for the purpose the country. It is conducting scientific research work relative 
of meeting the increased demands on this department. to cr-0p growing; it is conducting farm demonstration work in 

Mr. RO'DDENBERY. That is the very point I wanted to the South and farm demonstration work in the North~ It ·is 
make to my colleague, that the superintendent of the division doing the greatest work, in my judgment, of any bureau in the 
in charge of it has increased not only his responsibility and the Department of .Agrkulture or of any bureau in the,Govern.ment 
details of the work which are a charge against-- service. There is not a more competent man anywhere, there 

Mr. FOWLER. He has subordinates t.o look after those. is not a man who gives closer attention to the service, the-re is 
Mr. RODDENBERY. That is quite true. I know my col- not a man who is more efficient in the service, than Dr. Gallo

league knows that the superintendent here gives his personal . way, the man at the head of this bureau. .And I do hope my 
supervision, and the more it increases the more he has to super- friend from Illinois [Mr. F.owLEB] will not make a point of 
vise both the subordinates and the employees. I merely wanted order against these men. Dr. Galloway bas been drawing this 
to impress upon my colleague that fact, because I know he is salary of $5,000 for a number- of years. Of these few men whose 
in earnest. , salaries we have increased one or two hundred dollars a year 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, in this Bureau of Plant Industry one bas not had an increase of salary for seven years and one 
there are 500 projects, and the work of this department in- has not h.ad an increase for four or five years, and we can 
creases every year just to the proportion of the increase of not keep our best men in these lines of technical and scientific 
population. They asked for an increase of $400,000 in this very work unless we are willing to give them a rea onable salary. 
bureau, and we carefully went ove1· it and cut this item down The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that the man who acted as tem
to $200,000, .and that is a.bout the increase to this bureau. I porary Chief of the Bureau of Plant Industry, Dr. Powell, a few_ 
think that the gentleman, who knows .so much about ancient years ago left the department and went to California and en
'history and the cure of hams-and, by the way1 if h e comes tered another work at a salary of $12,000 a year. A lot o! 
down in Virginia we will show him exactly how to cure a these men at the head of these bureaus are really working at a 
Smithfield ham-might trust Dr. Galloway and the people in sacrifice to themselves and their families. I hope my friend 
this bureau to a greater extent than he seems to do. I hope he will not press this point. 
will not make these captious objections. In .any point of Qrder Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the regular order. 
u_pon any large matter here we will consider it patiently and Mr. OANDLER. Mr. Chairman, just a moment, please. 
hear him patiently; but if he will excuse me, it looks to me like · Mr. l\lANN. I ask for the regular order. 
this is frivolous to make these captious objections, as .he has The OHAIRMAN. The gentleman from IllinolS [1\Ir. FowLEB] 
been making them. I hope he will excuse me for being earnest asks unanimous consent--
in this matter. .Ur. MANN. I ask for the regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

I - do not waste time here. We want to get this bill through Mr. LEVER. The re,gular -0rder is a decision on the point of 
in the proper time. order. 

l\Ir. RODDENBERY. · Will the g-entlem:m from Illinois yield The CH.AIRMAN. The Chair did not know that the nn.ani-
to .me just .a moment? . , mous-consent request had been m:ade at all. Does the gentle.man 

l\fr. FOWLER. I am willing to allow the following salaries from Illinois [Mr. FOWLER] make his point of order? 
to pass with the points of order I have mentioned pending, Mr. FOWLER. .Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
namely, the salary of the chief of bureau, the chief clerk, the · the paragraph may be passed with the _points 'Of order pending 
officer in charge of publications, .and the officer in charge of against the three salaries. 
records. If any of these gentlemen are not satisfied that there The CH.AIRMAN. The gentleman's colleague [Mr. MANN] 
are increases in these salaries-- has just ask.e4 for the regular ordeJ.·, which is equivalent to .au 

:Mr. LAMB. You make a point of order'? objection. 
1\Ir. FOWLER. I say I desire to pass it and let tile point of · Mr. VElVER. .Mr. Chairman, the regular order is the deciding 

order be pending until to-morrow n1orning, in order to give you of the point of order. Is that right? 
an opportunity to make the examination. The CH.AIRMAN. The regular order is for the gentleman 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest that I from Illinois [Mr. FOWLER] either to make the point of order -0r 
ha\e not been able, so far as I have examined into the .statutes, withdraw it. 
to find that there is any law anywhere fixing the .salary of the Mr. FOWLER. 1\fr. Chairman, I submit ·Once more for 
Chief of the Bureau of Plant Industry, and if the gentleman unanimous consent that the paragraph may be passed with the 
from Illinois [Mr. FowLER] has that, and the salary has been points of order pending against the four salaries mentioned. 
:fixed by law, then of course it is necessarily subject to a point · The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [ fr. Fow
of order and the gentleman might as well make it. We will · LEB) asks that his request for urumi.m-0us consent be again 
concede it. .and will go on attending to business here. presented. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Will my colleague yield, innsmuch .as Mr. MANN. :Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, I 
he .has reserved a point of order in this conn~tion? want to say that we have been .all day upon this bill and are 

M-r. FOWLER. Yes. now upon page 13. There are 64 pages to this bill, and unless 
Mr. RODDE:?\TBERY. I do not quite agree with the dis- we settle something as we go -on there is no possibility of pas -

tinguished chairmn.n of the committee that even this objection ing the tippropria~on. bills at this se~sion -except under suspen
would be a captious objection if my colleague would make it, . si-on of the rules, 1f 1t can be done m that way. Therefore I 
nor do I think he is given to making trivial and eaptious -0bjec- nsk for the regular order. 
tions. 1 think 1t is a question that should be discussed and The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman frQm Illino-is 11\fr. MANN] 
resolved on its merits. What I want to address to the atten- objects. Does the gentl~ f-rom Illinois fl\fr. FowLEB] Dlllke 
tion of my colleague is a statement made a few moments ago the pomt i0f order'? 
that the heads of the subordinates h-ere are increased; that the Mr. FOWLER. I ·make the point of order. 
actual clerieal force is increased; .and be kuow.s tliat the de- The OH.AIRMAN. Has the gentleman before him the statute 
rounds of our correspondence from our constituents, which goes limiting :the salary to $3,5-007 
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Mr. FOWLER I have not the statute before me. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is the gentleman certain that that is the 

tatute at the present time? 
:Mr. FOWLER. I have made a thorough examination of the 

statutes and I am of the opinion, from the information I can 
get, that the salary was originally fixed at $2,000, and then 
carried by increase::s in appropriation bills. That was the rea
son, Mr. Chairman, why I was willing to let it pass, so that 
there might be a certainty. I do not desire to press the point 
of order unless the statute justifies it. 

Mr. LEVER Mr. Chairman, i.f the gentleman is through, I 
desire to submit to the Ohair that I have read a digest of the 
laws applicable to the Department of Agriculture, prepared 
by the solicitor of the department some years ago, and I have 
failed to find where the salary of the Chief of 1;1J.e Bureau of 
Plant Industry is fixed by any statute whatever. The Bureau 
of Plant Industry differs from the Weather Bureau or from 
the Bureau of Animal Industry, in that the Bureau of Piant 
Industry has been created upon an appropriation bill and not 
by any statute setting out its limitations or fixing the salary. 

:;\Jr. FOWLER. I have indicated to the Ohair my best infor
mation concerning the matter, that the statute first enacted 
upon this subject, fixing the salary, was in 1862, as I recollect, 
and that subsequently there have been some amendments made 
thereto; but the salary as to this first office was fixed at $2,000. 
That is my best information. 

The OHAIRl\IAN. If the gentleman from Illinois [hlr. 
FowLER] will i.state that he knows as a matter of fact that the 
salary of this chief of bureau is fixed by law at a sum different 
from that which is carried in this bill, the Ohair will sustain 
the point of order. 

Mr. FOWLER. I can not do that, Mr. Chairman, because I 
desire to be fair. 

The OHAIRl\IA.N. Then the Ohair overrules the point ·of 
order, on the assumption that the amount carried in the appro-

. priation bill is authorized by law. 
:;\Ir. FOWLER. That is, for the chief of the bureau? 
·The CHAIRMAN. For the chief of the bureau. 
:;\Ir. FOWLER. Kow, the chief clerk will be in the same 

condition, 1\lr. Chairman, as the chief of the bureau. 
The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman any definite informa

tion on that? 
Mr. FOWLER. Only, as I say, I have read the statute upon 

tllis question fixing the salary, and my recollection is that 
when it first came in it was fixed at $2,000, although I do not 
desire at all to say to the Ohair that I am positive about the 
matter. 

The OHAIRMA.l~. In the absence of a positive statement 
from some l\lember that the salary provided in this bill is differ
ent from the salary provided by law, the Ohair will overrule 
the point of order. 

. ::\Ir. l\IANN. Mr: Chairman, nearly all of these divisions in 
the Agricultural Department were provided, as they now are, 
in the agricultural appropriation bill a few years ago, since I 
have been a Member of the House. The only fixing of salaries, 
as I recall it, was by making the appropriation. I do not think 
there is any law outside of the appropriation bill except the 
organic law of the department. 

The OHAIRl\IAl"'l". The Ohair overrules the point of order. 
::\lr. FOWLER. There is an organic law of 1862, fixing the 

salaries of a number of officers and public places in this de
partinent. 

The other i tern to which I make the point of order is the 
salary of the officer in charge of publications, $2,200, an increase 
of $200. 

The OHAIRi\fAN. The Chair sustains that point of order. 
llr. FOWLER. One officer in charge of records, in line 7, 

page 13, increased from $2,000 to $2,100. 
The CHAIRMAN. An increase of $100 aboTe the last appro-

priation bill? 
Mr. FOWLER. The Ohair ·sustains the point of order? 
:\Ir. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. 1\~ANN. As the bill now stands, do the words in lines 5 

and 6, "one officer in charge of publications," remain in the 
bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. The salary is stricken out. 
llr. MANN. There is a blank there now? 
The OHAIRl\IA.N. Yes. . 
Mr. l\IANN. Well, I would leave it blank. 
Mr. LA.MB. I will ask the Clerk to insert the old amount, 

~2,000, in line 6, page 13. 
The OHAIR}.!AN. The Ohair will call .the attention of the 

gentleman from Virginia to the fact that the Clerk can not· do 

'. 

that. It requires an amendment by the committee to make that 
change. 

1\fr. LAMB. Then I offer the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment .• 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 13, line 6, at the beginning of the line, insert "$2,000." 
The amendment ""°as agreed to. 
l\lr. LAMB. And in line 7, page 13, I moYe to insert " 2,000." 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 13, line 7, insert "$2,000." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For investigations of plant diseases - u.nd pathological collections, 

$25,000. ' -
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr .. Chairman, I offer the following 

amendment. 
The OHAIRMA.l""'f. The gentleman from Michigan offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, page 15, line 12, after tbe word "diseases," bv inserting 

"including diseases of ginseng," and in line 13, strike out· .. $25,000" 
and insert "$30,000," so that the paragraph will read: 

· "For investigations of plant diseases, including ginseng, and patho-
logical collections, $30,000." · 

l\fr. LEVER. I reserve a point of order on that amendment. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. .1\fr. Chairman, I offer this amendment 

at the request of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 1\foRsE], 
who was not able to remain here. The gentleman from Wis
consin [1\Ir. 1\IoRSE] is · very much interested in this su!Jject. 
He has investigated it carefully and is of the opinion that the 
money is necessary. Djseases of the ginseng have developed, 
and the growers of it have not been able to deal with them. 
They feel that they need help, ' and they ask for this mode ·t, 
moderate appropriation of $5,000. 

Mr. CANNON. . Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. :McLAUGHLIN. Certainly. 
Mr. OANNO:N. This paragraph is for im·cstigations of plant 

diseases? 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. 
l\fr. CANNON. Is ginseng a plant? 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. No doubt it is. 
Mr. CANNON. Then what is the use of the amendment? 
Mr. l\1.ANN. · It carries an appropriation of an aLlditional 

$5,000. 
l\fr. McLAUGHLIN. There is :m adilitional appropriation. 
Mr. OA.l'll"'NON. I did not hear that part of it. 

· Mr. LEVER. Will my colleague permit a question? 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes. 
l\fr. LEVER. I wonder if my colleague knows that the De

partment of Agriculture on April 30, 1912, issued a bulletin of 
44 pages on the Diseases of the Ginseng and Their Control, 
which pamphlet I hold in my hand? 

l\fr. McLAUGHLIN. I did not know about that. 
Mr. LAMB. I have a letter from the Secretary touching 

that yery matter, saying substantially that they are doing this 
work now. 

Mr. MANN. I have read the bulletin issued uy · the Agricul
tural Department on ginseng and another one formerly issued 
by the department. The gentlem_an from Wiscon in, on whose 
behalf the a .mend.ment is offered, raises ginseng and is Yery 
familiar with the trade in this country. Ginseng is a plant that 
grows here and is exported to China as a sort of meilicine. '.rhe 
plant is subject to diseases. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
knows the subject thoroughly and has gi>en a great deal of 
attention to it. This plant is attacked by diseases which ought 
to be investigated by the department. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin has been a Member of this House for a lonu time. 
During the last session of Congress he worked day and night 
for months in connection with the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. SIMS], going over the reports and the findings of the Court 
of Claims on these war-claims propositions, and on his state
ment and the statement of the gentleman from Tenne see the 
House passed the war-claims bill. The gentleman from Wis
consin after doing all this work is' now about to retire from 
Congress. He knows the subject of ginseng, :mu I think we 
can afford to take his judgment for $5,000 on this proposition 
when this side of the House has taken it on a million dollars 
of war claims. 

Mr. SIMS. Over a million and a half dolla'rs. And while I 
am on my feet I want to ask if there is any more urofitable 
thing grown in this country, if it can be protected against 
disease, i.han ginseng? It is worth $G a pound, and when I 
used to dig it as a boy I sold it for 30 and 40 cents a. 110und. 
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Ur. CAJ\NON. If the gentleman will pardon me, there is 
now available for the study of plants $25,000, and it is moved 
to increase the amOlmt by $5,000. 

Mr. MANN. The purpose of the amendment is to give the 
department an opportunity, if it will, to use all or a part of the 
$5,000 by increasing the amount for the in"festigation of ginseng. 
The department is not now engaged in the study of the subject 
of ginseng by actual experiment. 

l\lr. CANNON. I will ask my colleague could any or all of 
this $5,000, under tile law, be used for the employment of any 
per on? 

fr. l\IANN. I suppose that is what it will be u ed for; that 
is the way they will study it; they will ha Ye somebody go- out 
where they are raising it and study these di eases. 

Mr. CA.1-l'NON. And this $5,000, neither in whole nor in part, 
is contemplated for the employment of our colleague? 

Ur. MANN. Oh, not at all. I am glad my colleague nsked 
that que tion; but there will be no large salaries paid out of it. 
The gentleman from Wisconsin is not looking for and is not to 
haye the job. 

l\Ir. CA:N~ON. I am Yery glad the gentleman said that, be
cause of the Yery valuable services rendered by the gentleman 
in connection with the gentleman from Tennessee an evil
rninded person might gather that this was to be given to him. 

l\lr. l\IAj\TN. I suppose some one might ha-rn inferred it from 
my remarks, but that is not the case. 

Mr. LAl\IB. I think the G-Overnment has given some atten
tion to this but with the great rernrence I ha\e for the minor
ity I am willing to yield tu the request . . 

l\fr. SIMS. I want to say that there was an experiment 
made in raising ginseng right clo e to my own home. The 
gentleman cleared the land, put in the gin eng, and it did well 
for two or three yea.rs, and then through some in ect or some 
di ea e it was entirely de troyed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For investigating the pby iology of crop plants and for testing and 

breeding varieties thereof, 30,3 0. 
l\Ir. HAYDEN. l\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the la.st 

word. I notice tlla.t this appropriation is the same as it was 
la t year, and yet the department in its estimate asked for 
$G 200 additional, and gaye as a reason that they wanted to 
enlarge the scope of inT"estigations of dates and figs and work 
on cotton with the Indians. I made some remarks this morn
ing in regard to the Egyptian cotton industry and that lan
guage caught my eye. If anything can be done to assist the 
Indians in the culti\ation of a high grade of long-staple cotton, 
I think the additional money would be well expended. Figs and 
date can be grown in Arizona and California, and I am of the 
opinion that the cultirntion of such fruits ought to be encour
aged. 

l\fr. LAMB. The gentleman seems to know wha.t the chief of 
the bureau said and that is all I know about it. 

Mr. HAYDEN. But the committee declined to give the in
crea e. It .seems to me that this work has great merit. 

Ir. LAMB. We had to trim down some of these estimates; 
·we could not give everything they asked. 

l\Ir. HAYDE~L l\Ir. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

The Clerk read us follows : 
For acclimntization and adaptation inve ligations of cotton, corn, 

and other erop introduced from tropical regions, and for the improve
ment of cotton by cultural methods, breeding, and sell!ction, $33,300. 

l\Ir. HAYDEN'. Mr. Chairman, I mo\e to strike out the last 
word for the arne reason that I did before. In the estimates 
the department has a ked for $10,000 additional, giving as a rea
son that they de ire to properly carry out important work which 
has been inaugurated in the improvement of cotton and the 
de"le1opment of community work in cotton growing, and that this 
is of vital importance to the cotton interests of the South. 

Mr. LAl\IB. We think that we have girnn them enough. 
Mr. HAYDE:N. The committee allowed the same amount as 

last year. · 
Mr. LAl\lB. Yes. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For studying and testing commercial seeds, including the te~ting of 

sfilllples of seeds of grasses, clover, or alfal:fn. secured in the open 
m:uket, and where such samples nre found to be adulterated or mis
branded the results of the tests shall be published, together with the 
names of the persons by whom the seeds were offered for sale, $26,000. 

Mr. MAJ\~. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk :md ask to haTe read. 

The Clerk read ai:i follows: 
Page 16, line 18, at the beginning of the line, insert the words " and 

lawn-grass seed." · 

Mr. RODDENBERY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman ob· 
ject to adding to his amendment " and Bermuda "? 

Mr. ~LU\~. Bermuda i already co\ered by the bill. 
Mr. RODDliI~"'BERY. Does not " seeds of gra es '' cover 

lawn seed also? 
Mr. MAI\~. Lawn seed is the proper term, althouoh I have 

made it lawn-grass seed. It is usually a mixture of seed. A 
lot of seed hou es have gotten into the habit of mixing seed 
containing mainly the seed of weeds. I want them to feel that 
if they continue that they are in danger of hanng their names 
published. I want the practice stopped. 

The CHAIRMAl~. The question is on the amendment offered 
by th~ gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For the in>estigation and impro>ement of cereals and methods of 

cereal production, and the study of cereal disease , and for th<> innsti
gation of the cultivation and breeding of flax for seed pm·poses, in· 
eluding a study of flax diseases, $104,925. 

Mr. l\IOSS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk and usk to hase read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 16, after line 26, add the following : 
· ~Provided, That not less than $30,000 shall be set aside for the study 

of corn improvement ruid methods of corn production." 

Mr. MOSS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I understand that this 
amendment is ag1·eeable to the committee. If so, I will not take 
up the time of the House in discussing it. 

l\Ir. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, speah.--ing for the committee, I 
will say that the amendment is agreeable to the commHtee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read aE-; follows : 
To investigate an<l encourage the adoption of improved methods l:>f 

farm management and farm practice, and for farm demonstration work, 
$375,000 : Provided, That of the amount hereby nppropria~d t.be sum 
of $8,800 may be used in the investigation and utilization of. cacti and 
other dry-land plants as food for stock. 

[l\Ir. LE\ ER addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For investigations in connection with western irrigation agriculture. 

the utilization of lands reclaimed under the reclamation act. and other 
areas in the arid and semiarid regions, 73,090. 

l\Ir. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the la t 
word. I notice in this case that the committee did not allow 
the amount asked for by the department, and in reading the 
ju tification in the Book of Estimates it says that they need 
this · extra money, some $3,600, on account of the extension of 
important work on cotton production in the Southwest, espe
cially Egyptian cotton. The committee did not feel they could 
pos ibly allow what the department wanted for this particular 
work? 

Mr. LMIB. We thought they could get on with what they 
had. 

l\Ir. HAYDEN. And allowed the amount they had last year? 
Mr. LAMB. Yes. 
Mr. HAYDEN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For the investigation and improvement of fruits, and the methods o.f 

fruit growing, harvesting, paclnng, storing, handling, and shipping, and 
for experimental shipments of fruits within the United States and to 
foreign countries, $92,000. 

Mr. HARRISON of Uis issippi. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend, at the end of line 17, on page 18, after ~·. 92,000," by adding 

the following: "Provided, That $5,000 of the amount hereby appro
priated may be set aside and used in the investigation and improvement 
of the pecan industry." 

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I -am in 
hopes that the committee will agree to this amendment. The 
Go ernment has done very little toward the encouragement of 
the pecan industry in this country. In my section it is an 
industry that is growing very rapidly. It was not until recently, 
if at all, that the Go"lernment Lsued a bulletin with respect to 
the pecan industry. 

l\Ir. MANN. Oh, yes; many yea.rs ago. 
Mr. HARRISON of l\Iissi ippi. I have been unable to find 

it on the list. I have had. several calls for it, and you C'an 
not get it. I know that recently there was in tile course of 
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preparation a bulletin on the i1ecan industry, but I do not think 
it has as yet been issued. 

:Mr. MANN. They issued a -rery handsome book <>n the pecan 
industry. 

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. It has not been my good · 
fortune to 8ee that . . 

l\.Lr. 1\IANN. I expect it is out of ptint. 
Mr. LA.l\IB. Why did not the gentleman ask the department 

abont this? 
Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. I -called up the department; 

l\Ir. Galloway was not there, and I talked with Mr. Jones, his 
assistant. He said some work had been done along this line, 
but he did not think very much. I am not asking by this 
amendment any .additional .amount of money. I am asking th.at 
pnly a small pa.rt of this total uppropriation be used for this 
purpose-$5,000. I have had several letters with refere~ce to 
this, and the people in our section a.re "rery much interested 
in it. 

Mr. RODDENBERY. If the Chairman will permit-I do not 
know but what it might throw light on the subject-the Govern
ment is engaged, and has been, I know personally, for over three 
years, in sending out agents for the investigation of the dis
eases of the pecan; I do n-0t know what appropriation it comes 
under, but looking to the proper treatment of the disease -0f 
blight and worm in the pecan, and ·so forth. 

Fot• more than three years they ha.ve been doing that, and 
have been inspecting orchards all through the pecan belt to 
ascertain what fruit turned out the best, which was bearing 
the best, and so forth. This has come under my personal 
observation, and the bulletin the gentleman [1\fr. HARRISON] 
refers to, when it is published, I know from personal observa
tion, with the information they a.re acquiring it will n6t be 
conjecture, but it will be a statement -0f actual facts. 

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. Has that bulletin been pub
lished yet? 

l\Ir. RODDENBERY. It has not, but I think it is in press, 
or in course of preparation. 

Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi. l\Ir. Chairman, the Go1ern
ment, in my opinion, bas not gooo into this subject as much as 
the growth of the industl-y demands, and I think they should 
be allowed to go into it more fully. Now, 11s to whether there 
is suffici~nt appropriation or whether it comes out of this item 
I can not say. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? Is the gentleman 
a.ware this item is expended in the matter of shipping fruit? 

l\fr. HARRISON of Mississippi. I called up the department 
and asked under which of these paragraphs would this item 
come, and they told me this would be the paragraph under 
which the pecan industry would come. 

:Mr. MANN. I think it has in the past mainly been used 
in connection with the packing and shipping of citrus fruits 
and apples not only in this country but abroad. I do not 
think it would have anything to do, in the main, with growing 
pecans. 

l\Ir. HARRISON of Mississippi. Under this amendment there 
would be no question about it, because it says that $5;000 <>f 
the amount may be used for the purpose of inrnstigating and 
impr-0ving the pecan industry. 

Mr. CANDLER. This amendment only provides that the 
department may have discretion in this matter, and this in
dustry is growing in importanca I have recently had inquiries 
in reference to it from our section of the country myself, and 
other sections of the United States. This is a matter the de
partment can well investigate, and they can use this amount 
if they see fit to do so, and I hope it will be agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Olerk read as follows~ 
Purchase and distribution of valuable seeds: For purchase, propaga

tion, testing, and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, 
vines, cuttings, and plants; all necessary office fixtures and supplies, 
fuel, transportation, paper, twine, gum, postal cards, gas, electric cur
rent, rent outside of the District of Columbia, official traveling ex
penses, and all necessary material and repairs for putting up and dis
tributing the same; for repairs and the employment of local and spe
cial agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required in the city ()f 
Washington and elsewhere, $296,000, of which amount not less than 
$~1)7,000 shall be ..allotted for congressional· distribution. And the 
Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to expend the said sum, as 
nearly as practicable, in the purchase, testing, and distributfon of such 
valuable seeds, bulbs, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, the best he 
can obtain at public or private sale, and such as shall be suitable for 
the respective loealities to which the same a.re to be apportioned, and 
in which same are to be distributed as hereinafter stated, and such 
seeds so purchased shall include a variety of vegetable and flower seeds 
imitable for planting and culture in the various sections of the United 
States: P1'ovided, That the Secretary of Agriculture, after -due adver
tisement and on competitive bids, is authorized to award the contract 
for the supplying of printed packets and envelopes and the pn.cketing, 

assemblihg, and mailing of the ~eeds, bulb~ shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 
plants, or any part thereof, for a period of not more than five years nor 
less than one year, if by such action he can best protect t~e interests 
-of the Unfted ·states. An equal propurtion of tiYe-sixths of all seeds, 
bulbs, ·shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants shaU, upon their request, 
after due notification by the Secretary of Agriculture that the allot
ment to their l'egp-ective districts is re:ndy for distribution, be supplied 
to ~enators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress for distribution 
among their constituents, or mailed by the department upon the re· 
ceipt of their addressed franks, in packages of such weight as the Sec
retary of Agriculture and the Postmaster General may jointly deter
mine: Prot'ided., Juncever, That upon such envelope or wrapper con
tain.Ing packages Qf seeds the eontents thereof shall be plainly indkated 
and the Secretary shall not distribute tQ any Senator, Represe:ntutive, 
or Delegate seeds entirely unfit for the climate and locality be l'epre
sents, but snaU distribute the same so that oo.ch Member may have 
seeds of equal valn~ as near as may be., and the best adapted to the 
lO'cality he represents~ Provided, also, That the seeds allotted to Sen
ators and Representatives for distribution in the districts embraced 
within the twenty-fifth and thirty-fourth parallels of latitude shall be 
ready for delivery not later than the 10th day -0f January: ProviclmJ, 
also .• That .any portion .of the allotments to .Senators, ReprescntaUves. 
and Delegates in Congress remainlng llilcalled for on the 1st day of 
April shall be distributed by the Secretary of Agrtculture, giving pr ef
erence to those persons Whose names and addresses have been fur
nished by Se-nu.tors and Representatives in Congres-s and who have not 
before <during the same :season Peen supplied by the department~ Ancl 
provided ul-so, Thnt the Secretary shall report, as provided in this act, 
the place, quantity, and price of seeds purchased, and the date of pur
chase; but nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to prevent the 
Secretary of Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply for 
the same. And the amQunt herein appr-0priated shall not be diverted 
or used for any other pur1>0se but for the purchase, testing, propaga
tion, and distribution of valuable :seeds, bulbs, mulberry and other rare 
and valuable trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and p1a.nts : Provided further, 
That $3i:>,OOO o:r which sum, or so much thereof as the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall direct, may be used for the purchase and distribution 
af drought-resistant fi.eld seeds through the Great Plains area and other 
dry-land sections of the United States. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I m-0ve to strike out the paragraph 
beginning on line 22, page 19, down to and including line 17, on 
page 22. 

The OHAIR.MAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Strike out the paragraph beginning on liue 22, page 19, down fo and 

including line 17, ·on page 22. 

Mr. LAMR Mr. Chairman, on that I :ask for a vota 
The CHAIRMAN. The question i:s on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
Mr. COX. Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. I will say to the 

chairman now that we will not conclude this paragraph this 
ev-ening, because I am not going to let a \ote go on this trnless 
a :quorum is :pl"esent. 

Mr. LAMB. Before the gentleman does that, I ask permission 
to turn to page 21, line 10, and strike out the word " such " and 
insert the word "each." 

The OHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows~ 
Page 21, line 10, strike <mt the WOTd "such" and insert in lieu 

thereof the word "each." 

The CHAIRMAN. The questi~n is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The amendment was .ngreed to. 
Mr. LA.MB. Mr. Chairman, I mole that the committee do 

now rise. 
Too m(}tion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed 

the chair, l\Ir. BEALL of Texas, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole Rouse on the state <>f the Union, report;ed that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 28283, the 
Agricultural appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED~ 

Mr. ORA VENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
ot the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 27987. An act to extend the time for constructing a 
.bridge ::icross the Mississippi River .:it Minneapolis, Minn. ; 

H. R. 27944. An act to extend the time fur constructing a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis, Minn.; 

H. R. 27988. An act to extend the time for constructing a 
bridge across the Mississtppi River at Minneapolis, Minn.; 

H. R. 27986. An act to extend the time for constructing a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Minneapolis, Minn. ; 

H. R. 27879. An act providing authority for the Northern 
Pacific Railway Co. to construct a bridge across the l\fi souri 
River in section 36, towm>hip 134 north, range 70 west, in the 
State of North Dakota.; 

H. R. 25002. An act to amend section 73 and section 76 of the 
act of August 27, 1894, entitled "An act to reduce taxation, to 
provide re-renue for the Government, and for <>ther purposes " ; 

H. R. 21524. An act for the relief of Frederick H. Ferris; and 
H. -n,! 1332. An act regulating Indian a.llotments disposed of 

by will. 
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T11e SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title : 

S. 109. An act to authorize the sale and disposition of the 
surplus and unallotted lands in the Standing Rock Indian Reser
>ation, in the States of South Dakota and North Dakota, and 
making appropria tion and provision to carry the same into 
effect. 

CLAIMS. 
.Ur. SIMS. l\1r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 

the Committee of the Whole House from the further considera
tion of the bill H. R. 19115, an act making appropriations for 
payment of certain claims in accordance with the findings of 
the Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts 
approved l\Iurch 3, 1883, and .March 3, 1887, and commonly known 
as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, disagree to the Senate 
amendments, and agree to the conference asked for by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SIMS] 
a ks unanimous consent to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
19115, disagree to the Senate amendments-, and agree to the 
conference asked for by the Senate. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER announced the following conferees : Mr. SrM:s, 

Mr. LEE of Georgia, and l\fr . .MORSE of Wisconsin. 
SLAt:ERY IN PERU (H. DOC. 136G). 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read and, 
with the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee 
on l!""'oreign Affairs and ordered to be printed: 
To the House of Represent~tives: 

I transmit a report of the Secretary of State, with accompany
ing papers, in response to the resolution adopted by the House 
of Representatives on August 1, 1912, calling upon the Secretary 
of State, "if not incompatible with the public interest," for " all 
information in the possession of his department concerning the 
alleged existence of slavery in Peru, and especially all infor
mation tending to show the truth or falsity of the following 
statement made in an editorial in the London Times of July 15, 
1912: 'The bluebook shows that in an immense territory which 
Peru professes to govetn the worst evils of the plantation 
sla>ery which our forefathers labored to suppress are at this 
moment equaled or surpassed. They are so horrible that they 
might seem incredible were their existence supported by less 
trustworthy evidence.' " 

WM. H. TAFT. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, February "I, 1913. 

HO R OF :MEETING TO-MORROW. 

Mr. :LAMB. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 10.30 
a. m. to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. Tlle gentleman from Virginia [l\fr. LAMB] 
a ks unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet at 10.30 a. m. to-morrow. Is there objection? 

Mr. l\IANN. Reserving the right to object, does the gentle
man expect to go ahead at 10.30 a. m., or does the Committee 
on Rules intend to report a rule at 10.30 a. m., if the House 
meets at that time? 

l\1r. LAMB. We were planning to go on. I did not know any
thing about the Committee on Rules. 

Ir. MANN. I think everyone in the House understands that 
the House is going to do other business. I do not care how they 
work it, if they work it at all. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[:Ur. GARRETT] might know, I thought. 

l\lr. GARRETT. l\Ir. Speaker, there is no objection to the 
Hou e meeting at 10.30 a. m. 

l\lr. MANN. There is no objection on the gentleman's part. 
But does the gentleman know, if the House meets at 10.30 a. m., 
that we will go ahead with the Agriculture appropriation bill 
or that the Committee on Rules will .report at that time? 

Mr. GARRETT. The Committee on Rules has adopted a rule 
wllich it proposes to ask consideration for to-morrow. 

Mr. MANN. Are they likely to come in at 10.30 a. rn.? 
l\lr. GARRETT. They are likely to come in at the first op-

portunity they have to present a privilegell resolution. 
Mr. MANN. I ha>e no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

TBANSPORTATION IN ALASKA (H. DOC. "'0. 134Gf. 

~Ir. BOOHER. l\fr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on the Territories to ask unanimous consent to offer the follow
ing resolution and ask its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [llr. BooHER] 
a ·ks unanimous consent to offer a resolution and haYe it imme
diately considered. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
House resolution 820. 

Resol ved, That the message of the President, fransmi t ting the report 
of the commission appointed to conduct an examination into the trans
portation question in the Territory of Alaska, together with the report 
of. tbe commission, and accompanying papers and illustrations, be 
printed as a document. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for unani
mous consent? 

There was no objection . 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu

tion. 
Mr . .MANN. 1\lr. Speaker, I would suggest to the gentleman 

from Missouri that it should be printed as a House document. 
Mr. BOOHER. Yes. I move that that am·endment be made. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be 

made. 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amended 

resolution. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

.ADJO"Cll~MENT. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. . 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 7 o'clock and 22 
minutes p. m.) the House, in accordance with the order previ
ously adopted, adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 
8, 1913, at 10.30 o'clock a. m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications '\lere 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
1. A letter from the Secretary of War, h'ansmitting, with a 

letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
sur>ey of Mille Lacs Lake and Onamia Lake, Minn. (H. Doc. No. 
1364); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, h'ansmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Red River near Fulton, Ark. (H. Doc. No. 1363); to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustrations. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of e.xamina ti on and 
survey of Bennett River, N. C. (H. Doc. No. 1362); to the Com
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with 
illustrations. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Postmaster General submit
ting a deficiency estimate of appropriation for the Post Office 
Department on account of the parcel post act, etc. (H. Doc. No. 
1360) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasu.ry, transmitting 
copy of a com1mmication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting estimate of appropriation for improvement, exten
sion, and survey of certain roads in Mount Rainier National 
Park, Wash. (H. Doc. No. 1361); to the Committee on Appro
priations and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting 
estimates of appropriations required by the several departments 
of the Government to complete the service for the current 
fiscal year and for prior years (H. Doc. No. 1365) ; to the Com
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. WEBB, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 17593) to dive t intoxicating 
liquors of their interstate-commerce character in certain case , 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1461), which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred tho bill (H. R. 28409) to empower 
the United States District Court for the Dish'ict of .Minnesota 
to establish the status of the a.llottees on tile White Earth 
Indian Reser>ation in said State, reported the same with amend
ment, accompanied by n report (No. 1459), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 
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lilr. FERGUSSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 

to which was referred the bill ( S. 6781) in reference to the 
i u:mce of patents and copies of suneys ot private land 
claims, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1473), which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of tbe Whole House on the state of the Union. 

:Mr. RAKER, from the Committee on the Public Lands, t() 
W'hich was referred the bill ( S. 7875) to exempt from cancella
tion certain desert-land entries in the Chuckawalla Valley and 
Palo Verde Mesa, Riverside County, CaL, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1474), which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House 011 the state of the Union. 

1\1r. HIGGINS, from the Committee on the J"udiciary, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 8058) providing for an increase of 
alary of the United States attorney for the district oi Con

nectic'ut, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1462), which said bill and report were refer_red 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Umon. 

REPORTS OF cmIMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS Al\1D 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows : 

Mr. SWEET, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
W'hich was referred the bill (H. R. 24296) for the relief of 
Alonzo D. Cadwallader, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1476), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

1\fr. HUGHES of Georgia, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs to which was referred the bill (H. R. 18217) for the re
lief of 

1

Sytvester W. Barnes, reported the same without amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1477), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private ·calendar. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Military .Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 6793) for the relief of 
Charles A. Bess, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 1466), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

l\fr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill ( H. R. 18727) for the relief of 
Lewis Wood, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1464), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Prlrnte Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 8921) to correct the military record of William H. 
Seward, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1465), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FARR, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill ( S. 4309) for the relief of Dommick Taheny 
and John W. Mortimer, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1467), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 12173) to donate to the clty 
of St. Augustine, Fla., for park purposes the tract of land 
lmown as the "powder-house lot," reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1463), which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

l\Ir. POU, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 28261) for the relief of G. 0. Nolan, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re
port (No. 1470), which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DICKINSON, fr-0m the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1!}906) for tbe relief of CO'rnell 
Iliveland, reported the same with amendment, aceompanied 
by a report (No. 1469), which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DENT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill ( S. 8139) for the relief of William 
W. Prude, reported the same without amendment, aceompanied 
by a report (No. 1475), which said bill and report were referred 
to the ·Private Calendar. 

Mr. POU, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re
ferred the bill (H. R. 26915) to reimburse the postmaster at 
Seaside, Oreg., for the loss by fire of postal savings. cards and 
stamps, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1471), which said bill ancl report were referred 
to the Pl'ivate Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was refer-red the 
bill (H. R. 27979) for the relief of Ed. P. Ambrose, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 

1472}, which said b-ill and report were referred to the Prirnte 
Calendar. 

Mr. FARil, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (S. 1911) for the relief of Jame · n. Brown, 
reported the same without amendment, accompnnied by a 
report (No. 1468), which said bill and report were- refe1-red to · 
the Private Calendar. 

l\Ir. GRAY, from the Committee on Pension, to which was re
ferred sundry bills, reported in lieu thereof the bill (H. n. 
28672) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and cer
tain soldiers and sailors of wars othel' than the Ch·il War, antl 
to widows of such soldiers and sailors, accompanied by a revort 
(No. 1460), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTI0.1. '"S, .A1ill l\IK\IORllLS. 

Under cl.a.use 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows : 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 28660) to 
anthoriz.e the payment to the State of Oklahoma of an amount 
of money equal to 5 per cent of the proceeds of the sales of 
public lands lying within what was formerly Oklahoma Terri
tory, on sales made between April 22, 1889, and November 16, 
1907, inclusive, and for other purposes; to the Committee ou 
Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28670) to pay the State of Oklahoma $20,-
000,000 in lieu of taxes on lands all<l other property within the 
State sold and disposed of by the United States under terms 
and conditions prohibiting the State from taxing the same, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Ji.fr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 28671} for a specially designed 
Postage stamp in commemoration of the one hundredth anni
versary of the sL,,oning of the treaty oi Ghent; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GRAY: A blll (H. R. 28672) granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regu
lar Army \).nd Navy and certain soldiers and sailors of wars· 
other than the Civil War and to widows of such soldiers and 
sailors ; to the Committee of the Whole House. 

By Mr., STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 28673) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River in 
Beltrami County, in the State of Minnesota; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By l\ir. OLINE: A bill (H. R. 28674) for the control and 
regulation of the waters of the Niagara River above the Falls 
of Niagara, and for other purposes~ to. the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 28675) to enable 
the chairmen of the House and Senate Committees on Indian 
Affairs to investigate and seem·~ information directly from the 
Indians of any tribe or band a~ to the status oi their :iffairs; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 2867G) to amend section 
914 of the Revised Statutes; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28677) to amend section 4197 of the Reyised 
Statutes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28678) to amend the laws relating to ship· 
pers' manifests of merchandise for exportation; to the Commit
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 28679) to establish a na
tion.al aeronautical laboratory; to the Committee on the J_,ibrary. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 28680) granting two con
demned cannon to the municipality of Goshen, N. Y.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 28681) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to donate two condemned brass or bronze 
cannons and cannon bulls to the city of Pembroke, Bryan County, 
Ga. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DODDS: A bill (H. R. 28696) to authorize use of ad
ditional sum in the erection of a public building on the site now 
owned by the Government in Big Rapids, in the State of Michi
grui; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEBB t Resolution (H. Res. 818) providing for the 
consideration o1 H. R. 17593; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LOBEOK: Resolution (H. Res. 819) authorizing the 
Committee on the District of Colmnbia of the House ot Repre
sentatives to make an investigation into the affairs of the Wash
ingtc>n Gas Light Co. ; to the Committee on the District of Co
lumbia. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (by request) : Joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 394) requesting the President to communicate with 
Great Britain with a view to the appointment of a commission 
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to investigate the feasibility of a plan to rectify the boundary 
of southeastern Alaska; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By l\Ir. ANSBERRY: l\Iemorial from the General Assembly 
of the State of Ohio, urging the necessity of a system of leyees 
or flood walls along the Ohio Rinfr; to the Committee on RiYers 
ancl Harbors. 

By Mr. MOTT: Memorial from the Legislature of New l\lex
ico, protesting against settling the Fort Sill Indians on the 
Mescalero-Apache Ile errntion; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WILI~IS: Memorial from the General Assembly of 
the State of Ohio, urging appropriations to provide for the 
construction of a system of leYees along the Ohio Riyer; to the 
Committee on IliYers and Harbors. 

By Mr. POST: 1\!emorial from the General Assembly of the 
State of Ohio, urging appropriations to provide for the con
struction of a system of leyees along the Ohio River; to the 
Committee on Riyers and Harbors. 

By l\fr. HAl\fl\!OND: Memorial from the Legislature of the 
State of l\Iinnesota, farnring amendment of the national bank
ing laws, authorizing national banks to loan money upon farm
lnnu mortgages; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Memorial adopted by the Ohio Legislature, 
urging Congress to make an appropriation for survey and exam
inn tion into the feasibility of constructing leYees or flood walls 
for the protection of cities and villages along the Ohio RiYer; 
to the Committee on Ri'l"ers and Harbors. · 

By Ur. BURKE of South Dakota : Memorial from the Legis
lature of South Dakota, requesting Congress to make Fort 
Meade, S. Dak., a brigade post, with permanent brick or stone 
barracks, officers' quarters, and other buildings; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial adopted by the Legislature of South Dakota, 
asking Congress to limit the jurisdiction of the district court 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Judicial'y. 

Also, memorial adopted by the Legislature of South Dakota, 
praying Congress to enact a presidential preferential primary 
act; to the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, 
and Representatives in Congress. . 

Also, memorial adopted by the Legislature of South Dakota 
requesting the Congress of the United States to pass the New
lands bill relating to riYer regulation; to the Committee on 
RiYers and Harbors. · 

By Mr. FRANCIS : Memorial adopted by the General As
sembly of Ohio, urging upon Congress to make an appropriation 
for survey and examination into the feasibility of constructing 
leyees or flood walls for the protection of cities and villages 
along tile Ohio Riyer; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By l\Ir. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 28694) for the r..!lief of Ger
hard Heyboer ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 2 695) granting an in
crease of pension to Sylvanus Balcom; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 28697) granting an increase of 
pension to Jennie Domingos; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Ur. NEELEY: A bill ' (II. R. 28G98) granting a pension to 
Thomas Keeler; to the Committee on Pensions . . 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of the Ohio State Board of Agri

culture, farnring the passage of legislation to appropriate 
funds for the relief of hog cholera; to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of Leona Griffith, teacher, and 
23 pupils, Granville, Ohio, favoring the pas age of the McLea.n 
bill granting Federal protection to all migratory birds; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. , 

Also, petition of C. El Jacob and 23 citizens of Pn.taskala, 
Licking County, Ohio, favoring the passage of Kenyon-Mccum
ber bill to withdraw from interstate-commerce protection liquors 
imported into dry territory for illegal use; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATHRICK: Petitioa of growers of ginseng of the 
State of Ohio, favoring the passage of legislation making ap
propriations for further investigations of the diseases peculiar 
to ginseng; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of Williams & Stevenson, New 
York, N. Y., and Ernest Thompson Seton, Greenwich, Conn., 
favoring the passage of the McLean bill granting Federal pro
tection to all migratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of W. H. Limbie, Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the 
passage of the Page bill for granting Federal aid for vocational 
education; to the Committee on Agr_iculture. 

Also, petition of J. C. Williams, deputy collector of the United 
States customs service, port of New York, favoring the passag,e 
of House bill 25635, providing for the labeling and tagging of 
all fabrics and articles of clothing intended for sale under in
terstate and foreign commerce; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By l\1r. CARTER: Petition .of the Osage National Council, 
Pawhuska, Okla., favoring the passage of Senate bill 5675, rela
tive to revising,. amending, etc., the penal laws of the United 
States referring to all cases of bribery of representatives of 
Indians; to the Committee on fodian Affairs. 

PRIY ATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of Members of Montcalm Grange 
"Cncler clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions and pupils of the schools of Enfield Center, N. H., favoring 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: the passage of the McLean bill for Federal protection of mi-
By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 28682) granting an increase gratory bird"; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

of pension to Walter L. Messer; to the Committee on Invalid By l\fr. DODDS: Petition of citizens of Big Rapids, Mich., 
Pensions. favoring the passage of the Kenyon "red light" injunction bi.11 

By 1\Ir.- EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 28683) for the relief of for the cleaning up of Washington for the inauguration; to the 
the heirs of Simeon Burke, deceased; to the Committee on War Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Clnims. By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the American Wood Preservers' 

By l\Ir. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 28684) for the relief of Association, Baltimore, Md., protesting against the passage of 
Maurice Edgar Rose; to the Committee on Naval Affail's. legislation for the removal of creosote oils from the free list; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 286 5) granting an increase of pension to to the Committee on Ways and 1\feans. 
Anne Darcy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the American Wood Preservers' 

By l\Ir. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 28686) granting Association, Baltimore, Md., protesting against the passage of 
a pension to Charlotte A. Stone; to the Committee on Invalid legislation for the removal of creosote oil from the free list; to 
Pensions. the Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

By l\fr. LEE of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 28687) for the relief By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the American Wood Preservers' 
of the trustees of Pea Vine Academy, Walker County, Ga.; to Association, Baltimore, Md., protesting against the passage of 
Ule Committee on .War Claims. legislation for placing a duty on creosote oil; to the Committee 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2868 ) for the relief of the trustees of on Ways and Means. 
Pea Vine Church, Walker County, Ga.; to the Committee on Also, petition of the American Forestry Association, Wash-
War Claims. ington, D. C., protesting against the passage of House . bill 

By l\Ir. LORECK: A bill (II. R. 28689) granting an increa.se 23293, for the protection of the water supp1y of the city of 
of pension to Charles Britton; to the Committee on Invalid Colorado Springs and the town of l\fanitou, Colo. as amended 
Pensions. and passed in the Senate; to the Committee on the Public 

By l\lr; . .MA .. '\X: A bill (H. R. 28690) granting 3: pension to Lands. 
Delila Peterman: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, petition of the Farmer~' National Congress, Chicago, 

By l\fr . .M RHA.Y: A bill (H. R. 28601) for the relief of Ill., favoring the passage of Senate bill 3, for Federal aid for 
Martha Cutts .Almy and others; to the Committee on Claims. vocational education; to the Oommit;tee QU .A.,g1:iculture. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 28692) granting an increase By l\Ir. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of the Qh~mber of Commerce 
of pension to George IL 'l'llornas; to the Committee on Inyalid of the State of New York, protesting against the passage of 
Pen ions: · · Senate bill 7208; proposing radical changes in law re1ating to 

Br .l\lr. s:\I .. U.L: A bill (II. R. 28693) for the relief of the the carriage of cargo by sea; to the Committee on Interstate 
<'. tnte of George D. Pool, sr.; to the Committee on War Claims. and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the United 

States of America, Washington, D. C. ; James B. l\Iunroe, Bos
ton, l\lass.; F. L. Kennedy, Cambridge, Mass.; and W. H. 
Wrnbie, BrookJyn, N. Y., farnring the passage of Senate bill 3, 
for Federal aid for -rocational education; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. · 

By Mr. HA_l\Il\10ND: Petition of the Scandinavian Temper
ance Union, of Fergus Falls, Minn., favoring the passage of the 
Kenyon-Sheppard bill for pre\enting the shipment of liquor 
into dry territory; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By l\Ir. HAYES: Petition of l\Iary E. Anderson and Maude P. 
Bo3·nton, San Jose, Cal., fa>orillg the passage of the Kenyon 
"red-light " injunctioll bill for the cleaning up of Washington 
during the inauguration; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, petition of Palo Alto Chapter, Daughters of the Amer
ican Ileyolutioll, fa-roring the passage of House bill 26167; to 
the Committee 011 the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the National League of Goverllillellt Em
ployees, Washillgton, D. C., and the American Federation of 
Labor, -Washington, D. C., both favoring the passage of the 
workmen's compensatioll act; to the Committee Oil the Judiciary. 

Also, petitioll of the Western Forestry and Conservation 
Associatioll, Portland, Oreg., and Frederick J. Koster, San 
Francisco, Cal., fayoring the passage of legislation making 
further appropriation for the control of forest fires at the 
heads of nayigable streams; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Al o, petition of the Thomas Mercantile Co., Gilroy, Cal.; 
the L. l\f. DaYellport Co., Los Angeles, Cal.; alld the Rudgear-
1\Ierle Co., San Francisco, Cal., favoring the passage of House 
bill 27jfi7, for a 1-cent letter-postage rate; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the San Francisco Labor Council, San Fran
cisco, Cal., favoring the passage of legislation for the recogni
tion of the Chinese Republic by the United States; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of T. B. Anderson, San Francisco, Cal., favoring 
the passage of House bill 1309, for the establishment of a council 
of national defellse; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the California Club, of San Francisco, Cal., 
fa-voring the pas age of legislation making appropriation for the 
suppression of the white- la\e traffic; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the Cooper Ornithological Club, Hollywoo~, 
Cal. ; Ernest Thompson Set011, Greenwich, Conn.; alld the Cali
fornia State Audubon Soriety, Los Angeles, Cal., favoring the 
passage of the McLean bill, granting Federal protection to all 
migratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Ur. HOWELL of Utah : Petition of the Ogden Trades and 
Labor Assembly, Ogden, Utah, asking the repeal of the Dick 
military la"" which requires that the militia shall collsist of 
all able-bodied male citizens of the respective States, etc.; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By 1\1r. KINKEAD of New Jersey: Petition of the Forest 
Park Reservation Commi sioll of New Jersey, Trenton, N. J., 
favoring the passage of legislation making further appropria
tions for protecting the forests at the head of navigable streams 
from fire; to the- Committee on . Agriculture. 

By l\lr. KONOP: Petition of sundry citizens of Appleton, 
Wis., favoring the pas5age of the Kenyon-1\IcCumber bill, to 
withdraw from interstate-commerce protection liquors imported 
into dry territory for illegal use; to the Committee. on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAFFERTY: Petition of District Council No. 24, 
Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of 
.America, Portland, Oreg., protesting against the Dick military 
law, requiring all able-bodied male citizens to belong to the 
militia, :md asking the repeal of same; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition ·of the Astoria Chamber of Commerce, Astoria, 
Oreg., fa·rnring the passage of legislation ceding title to Sand 
Island to the State of Orego11; to the Committee on the Public 
Lallds. 

By llr. LI1'-USAY: Petition of the American Wood .Preserv
ers' Association, Baltimore, Md., protesting against the passage 
of legislation removillg creosote oil from the free list; to the 
Committee Oil Ways and l\lealls. 

Also, petition of Brooklyn Branch, Navy Young Men's Chris
tian Association, New York, N. Y., favoring the passage of the 
Webb bill, preventing the shipment of liquor into dry territory; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By l\fr. McCOY: Petition of citizens of East Orange and New
ark; the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Irvington; 
Union ~treet Church and the Newark Social Union, Newark; 

.. 

citizens and members of the Methodist Church, Irvington, N. J., 
favoring the passage of the Kenyon-1\IcCumber bill, pre-renting 
the shipment of liquor illto dry territory; . to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By 1\lr. l\IOTT: Petition of the American Wood Preseners' 
Association, protesting against the pusimge of legislation for 
removing creosote oil from the free list; to the Committee Oil 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Petition for the relief of Martha Cutts 
Almez and to pay for overtime "·ork ill the navy yards at Port -
mouth, N. H., Boston, .Mass., alld l\lare Island, Cal. ; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAKER: Petit.ion of the Brotherhood of LocomoU-rn 
Firemen and Engillemen, Los Angeles, Cal., fayoring the passage 
of House bill 27016, equipping all locomotives with electric 
headlights; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce . 

.Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Oakland, Cal., 
fayorillg passage of legislation, making Oakland, Cal., the ter
minal for the proposed national highway; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Americall Wood rr·eseners' Association, 
Baltimore, l\fd., protesting against the pas age of legislation re
moving , creosote oil from the free list; to the Committee on 
Ways and l\Ieans. 

Also, petition of Kirk, Geary & Co., Sacramento, Cal., protest
ing against the passage of legislation reducing the tariff on 
chemicals; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
· Also, petition of Prof. Charles A, Kafoid, University of Cali

fornia, Berkeley, Cal., fa'loring the passage of legisJatioll repeal
illg the law prohibiting the killing of male fur seals; to the 
Committee on the Merchant 1\la.rine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the California Associated Societies for the 
Conservation of Wild Life, farnring the passage of the Weeks
.McLean bill for the Federal protectioll of migratory birds; to 
the Committee Oil Agriculture. 

By l\Ir. REILLY: Petition of the Connecticut Public Library 
Committee, Hartford, Conll., fa>oring an amendment to the 
present parcel-post system givfog books sent to or from a public 
library parcel-post rates; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SABA.TH: Petition of the Richmond Chamber of 
Commerce, Richmond, \a., fa'loring the passage of legislation 
for a reform in the present ballkillg system of the Ullited 
States; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, petition of the California Club, San Francisco, Cal., fa
voring the passage of legislation making appropriations for the 
suppression of the white-sla'le traffic; to the Committee Oil 
Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the Ita lian Chamber of Commerce, New York, 
protesting agaillRt the passage of Senate bill 3175, for the re
striction of immigration; to the Committee on rmmigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the American Wood PreNeners' Association, 
Baltimore, l\ld., protesting agaillst the passage of legislation for 
the removal of creosote oil from the free list; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. SCULLY: Petition of the Amelican Wood Preservers' 
Association, Baltimore, Md., protesting against the passage of 
legislation for the removal of creosote oil from the free list; to 
the Committee on Ways and l\leans. 

Also, petition of the Forest Park Reservation Commission of 
New Jersey, Trenton, N. J., fa-roring the passage of legislation 
making further appropriations for the protection of the forests 
at the head of navigable streams from fires; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the American Forestry Association, Washing
ton, D. C., protesting agaillst the passage of House bill 23293, 
for the protectioll of the water supply of the city of Colorado 
Springs and the town of Manitou, Colo., as amended by the 
Senate; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TUTTLE: Petition of sundry citize11s of Summit. 
Ridgewood, Plainfield, Boonton, l\lendham, :Morristown, :Morris 
County, N. J. ; the Morristown Prohibitioll Alliance i\lorristown, 
N. J.; the St. James Methodist Episcopal Church, Elizabeth, 
N. J.; Irvington i\fethodist Episcopal Church, Inington, N. J.; 
and the Methodist Episcopal Church of i\lendham, N. J., fayor
ing the passage of the Kenyon-;)fcCumber bill to withdraw from 
interstate-commerce protection liquors i:nported into dry terri
tory for illegal use; to the Committee on tlle Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Tempera~e Union 
of Succasunna and Ledge-wood, N. J .. favoring the uassage of the 
Kenyon "red-light" injlmction bill, for the cleauing up of 
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Wa hington, D. C., for the inauguration; to the Committee on · 
tbe District of Columbia. 

.Al o, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
and sundry citizens of Washington, N. J., favoring the pa sage 
of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill for pre-.enting the shipment of 
liquor into dry territory and the Prouty reel-light bill; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By :Mr. WILLIS: Petition of the Ohio State poard of Agricul
t"Ure, favoring the passage of legislation making an appropria
tion for the extermination of hog- cholera; to the Committee on 
.Appropriations. 

By 1\Ir. WOODS of Iowa: Petition of citizens oi Bode, Iowa, 
protesting against ·the passage of any Jegi Iation changing the 
pre~ent tm1ff on suuar so that it will injuriously affect the sngar
beet industry; to the Committee on Ways and :\Ieans. 

SENATE. 

S.:tTUilDAY, February 8, 1913. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Uly ses G. B. Pierce, D. D., offered the 

folio~vmg prayer : 
Eternal God, our heavenly Father, a.s we stand before Thee 

on this day of precious memory we thank Thee that life. is not 
so short that we can not for a ti.ma lay aside our customary 
labors and yield ourselves to the tender and holy influences of 
,this hour. As here we stand in Thy p1·esence, we would take 
the shoes from off our feet, knowing that wbere Thy serTunt.s 
have faithfully and truly sought to do Thy will there indeed is 
holy ground Here manifest Thyself unto our waiting spirits, we 
pray Thae, and fulfill unto us Thy promise thaQ. where Thy 
childl'en are gathered together in Thy name there Thou wilt be 
in their midst. 

O Thou wbo art God, not of the dead but of the- living, seeing 
that all souls live unto Thee, we thank Thee, not as we would 
but as we are able, for the ble ed privilege of ha ing known 
and labored with him whom we this day commemorate. In
spire our hearts, quicken our memories, and direct our thoughts, 
that the life which we wonld now honor may stand hefore us 
with all its power nnd in all its beauty. That life was Thine, 
our Father, and Thine it is. We yield Thee all praise. 0 Holy 
One, for the priceless heritage of the memory of him whose life 
is now hid with Christ in Thee. 

We pray Thee to be near to those to whom this life was most 
dear and to comfort those whose tender sorrow is too great for 
words and too deep for tears. Uphold them with Thy heavenly 
power and let Thy grace be sufficient for them until we, too, 
stand in Thy nearer pre ence, where we shall know eyen as we 
have been known. 

.And unto Thee, our God, who hast lo'Ved us with an ernrlast
ing love and hast called us into Thille eternal kingdom in Christ, 
unto Thee who hast given ns eternal comfort and good hope 
through the Gospel, be all glory and praise on earth and in 
heaYen, now and forevermore. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER and by unani
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with, and the 
Journal was approved. 

CANCELLATION OF HOMESTEAD ENTRIES (S. DOC. NO. 1064). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. BACON} laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting, in re ponse to a resolution of the 27th ultimo, 
certain information relative to whether or not the department 
contemplates the cancellation of certain homestead entries upon 
any of the United States reclamation projects in the State of 
Idaho because of the failure of entrymen to make payment cov
ering the operation and maintenance charges, etc., which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be 
printed. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 

The PRESIDE.NT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
tran mittlng, pursuant to law, schedules of useless papers, books, 
etc., on the files of the department no longer needed in the trans
action of the public business and having no permanent or his
torical value. The communication nnd accompanying papers 
will be referred to Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of 
Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, and the Chair 
appoint , as the committee on the part of the Senate, the Sena
tor from £ rkamm [~fr. OLA.ERE] and the Senator from New 
Hamp hire [Mr. Rm.rnHA::U]. The Secretary will notify the 
Hou e of Repre entatiYes of the appointment of the committee 
on the part of the Senate. 

rETITroNs .A::'fD MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu
tion passed by the Legislature of Iowa, which was ordered to 
lie on the table and to be printed in the HECOBD, as follows : 
Concurre~t resolu~on memori~lizing Congress to pass the Kenyon-Sbcp

~ard bill relatrng to the inter tate transportation of intox:icatlng
hquors. 

Whereas 1t>r a number of :rear last p.ust the sale of intoxicating liquor 
as a beverage has been prohibited by law in a large number of the 
cities and counties of the State of iowa ; and 

Whereas nnde:r the protecticm of the commerce clause of the Federal 
Con titution a large qllil.Iltlty of liqm>r is shipped from without the 
~!~te to points within the State and disposed of in violation of law~ 

Whereas these interstate shipments o! liquor and the illegal disposition 
of the same result in dru:nkennes , prosecutions, experu ive litigation, 
the commi sion of crime, and the pauperizing of individuals and 
families: Now therefore be it 
Resoli;c<l by the House of Reprcscntati,,;es of the State of Ioica (the 

Senate ecmetcrring), That the Congress of the United States be and it 
is hereby, memorialized to pass the Kenyon-Sheppard bill now 'pending 
before Congress, looking to the correetion of these evils, and that the 
Representatives in Congress and the United States Senators from Iowa.. 
be, and they are hereby, requested to use ull honorable means to secure 
the passage of said act ; and 

Re olt:ca fttrlher, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded b:v the 
secretary of the senate and the clerk of the house to the Speaker of the 
Houge and the President of the Senate of the United St.ates and to 
if:u~Jp~e~~~~tives in Congress frc>m Iowa, and to the President of the' 

January 2J, 1913, introduced in the house by Bliss, of Ilinggold. 
Jann:uy 27, 1913, adopted by the house. 
January 28, 1913, received by the senate. 
January 30, 1913, adopted by the senate. 

.A. C. Gus-ruso~. 
Ohief Clerk of the House. 

Jos. B. lUEYEn, 
Secretary of the Senate. 

EDWARD H. CUNNIXGilAM, 
Speake>· of the Ilou.se. 

W. T. HA.IIDTNG, 
President of tho Senate. 

I hereby certify that this concurrent resolution • originated in the 
house of the representatives of tbe thirty-fifth general as embly. 

A. C. GGSTAFSON, 
Ollief 01erl;, of the House. 

'l'he PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent reso
lution adopted by the Legislature of North Dakota, which was 
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in the IlEcono, 
as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 
House concurrent resolution memorializing the Congress of the United 

States to pass the measure now pending in the Senate known as the 
Kenyon-Sheppard bill. . 

Whereas there is nQw on the statutes of the State a law forbidding the 
sale or transportti.tion of intoxicating liquors in the State or North 
Dakota; and · 

Whereas the interstate common carriers are bringin~ into our State 
large quantities of intoxicating liquors to be sold m open violation 
of our State laws and to the great injury of the people of the State; 
and 

Whereas there is now pending in the Congress of the United States a 
measure known as the Kenyon-Sheppard bill, which has for its pur
pose the prevention of interstate shipments of liquors into States 
where the laws of the State forbid the sale of same: Therefore be it 
ResoZi;ed by tlie House of Representatives of the State of North 

Dakota (the Henate concurring). That the Congress of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby. earnestly memorialized and requested 
to pass the Kenyon-Sheppard bill at the earliest date possible and 
without amendment ; be it further 

Resal'l:ed, That a copy of these resolutions, properly certified. be for
warded at once to our Senators and Representatives in Congress and to 
the Speaker of the Hoose of Representatives and to tbe President of 
the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of sundl-y ministers of 
Keene, N. H., and of the congregation of the St. Paul's Methodist 
Episcopal Ohurch, 'of Manchester, N. H., praying for the p::issage 
of the so-ca.lied Kenyon-Sheppard interstate liquor bill, which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented a memorial of the congregation 
of the Seventh-day Adventist Church of Broken Bow, Kebr., 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation compellin~ 
the observance of Sunday as a day of rest in the District of 
Oolmnbia, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a. memorial of the Farmers' Educational 
and Cooperative Union, of Fremont, Nebr., remonstmting 
against the adoption of the so-called Aldrich cmTency plan, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of 4-00 citizens of Laurel, ..1. ~ebr., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Kenyon-Sheppard 
interstate liquor bill, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STONE presented petitions of the Citizens Protective 
League, of Niangua; of sundry citizens of Chesapeake; of the fac
ulty of the Central Wesleyan College, of Warrenton; of tlle mem
bers of the Methodist Episcopal OhW'ch of Jasper; of tile Minnie 
Steele Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Perry County; 
of the Woman's Christian Temperance lJnion of Kahoka; of 
citizens and voters of Laclede County; of the Southern ~Ietho-


		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-10-12T10:18:28-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




